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Project WILD: A Flawed Opportunity 
The schools of many states are the places where our children-yours and mine-are being 
exposed to inaccurate and biased educational material concerning wildlife. Moreover, because 
this material is distributed with the resources of state fish and wildlife agencies, the sponsors 
predict that ten million children will be exposed to it before the end of 1985. This material is 
called Project WILD. 
Project WILD is a two-volume set of purportedly objective, unbiased, and accurate educa-
tional material concerning wildlife and the environment, which has now been accepted for use 
in thirty-three states. Project WILD was largely developed and funded by the Western Asso-
ciation of Fish and Wildlife Agencies, a group whose budgets are derived largely from the sale 
of hunting and trapping licenses. 
Unfortunately, Project WILD is not the program that its sponsors allege. Indeed, after the 
animal-welfare community examined the content of Project WILD, eight of the nation's 
largest and most prestigious animal-welfare organizations, led by The HSUS, issued a strong 
protest to the governor of each state. While we recognized the educational value of a number 
of the activities of Project WILD, our organizations found it necessary to produce a "consen-
sus" critique of the Project WILD material, in which we documented numerous inaccuracies, 
biases, and omissions of important and pertinent material. Hundreds of local humane and ani-
mal-welfare societies from across the nation have joined in the protest of Project WILD. 
Furthermore, we attempted to work in good faith with the Project WILD officials to arrive 
at revisions that would make the Project WILD curriculum guides acceptable. We submitted 
a fifty-page critique containing numerous specific criticisms and necessary changes. How-
ever, this attempt to establish a productive working relationship was not successful. First, 
based on the demonstrated inadequacies of the Project WILD material, we requested that the 
material not be distributed or used until satisfactory corrections had been made. The Project 
WILD officials refused. Subsequently, they produced "proposed revisions" based, in part, 
upon our critique. However, these revisions consistently failed to give more than token atten-
tion to our principal concerns and failed to correct the problems in the material. 
The Project WILD guides contain, among others, the following major problems: (1) implicit 
endorsement of recreational hunting and trapping; (2) failure to acknowledge that most hunt-
ing is done as a form of recreation, and a corresponding failure to discuss the ethics of killing 
animals for fun; (3) a distorted and inaccurate view of the population dynamics of wildlife pop-
ulations and ecosystem functioning; and (4) a portrayal of wildlife principally as a commodity 
or resource which is primarily for use by people. 
The inaccuracies, biases, and misleading statements are particularly distressing because 
they are the same ones that state fish and wildlife agencies consistently use as a rationaliza-
tion for the continued sport killing of America's wildlife. Significant portions of Project WILD 
appear to be little more than pro-hunting propaganda, put forward as unbiased and accurate 
educational material and financed with public funds. 
At this point, The HSUS has called for an immediate 
halt to the use of the Project WILD guides in their current 
form. We regret the necessity of doing so because Project 
WILD includes a number of extremely useful activities, 
and we recognize the need for quality educational material 
on wildlife. 
In fact, The HSUS has produced some such material our-
selves and are currently producing more. We likewise re-
main committed to working with any organization in a 
good faith effort to produce quality educational material 
about wildlife or any other subjects concerning animals and 
the environment. However, we can not and will not ignore 
publicly supported educational material that indoctrinates 
young people with inaccurate and biased information sug-
gesting that killing animals for sport and fun is either 
morally acceptable or ethically appropriate. 
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Margarine, Anyone? 
On Sunday, August 25, 1985, 
Shedd's Food Products, the makers 
of Shedd's Spread, will publish a 
redeemable-coupon advertisement 
in many newspapers across the 
country that will benefit The 
HSUS and companion animals. The 
full-color advertisement will in-
troduce Shedd's Spread tumblers, 
reusable plastic glasses contain-
ing eight ounces of spread prod-
uct and decorated with appealing 
dog and cat graphics. There are 
four different tumbler designs. 
For every coupon redeemed on 
the tumblers, Shedd's Food Prod-
ucts will donate ten cents to The 
HSUS. Nearly 30,000,000 coupons 
will be circulated. 
Response Stays Strong for 
"Pet Action Line" 
"Pet Action Line," our national 
television series on public broad-
casting system (PBS) stations 
continues to grow! After the re-
cent show featuring actress Rose 
Marie, we received hundreds of 
letters from people shocked at the 
footage of animal experimenta-
tion shown and anxious to know 
what they could do to help. 
Forthcoming shows include an 
expose of exotic bird smuggling, a 
look at the cruelty involved in the 
testing of cosmetics and personal 
care products, and the whale issue. 
Other programs will feature sum-
mer animal care, careers with ani-
mals, America's endangered spe-
cies, dog training, and cat health. 
Please keep in touch with your 
PBS stations-they need to know 
you're out there watching the 
shows, and, of course, the PBS 
stations that haven't yet aired 
"Pet Action Line" need to be en-
couraged to join the many that 
are. 
Please keep your comments and 
show suggestions coming in, and 
thank you again for watching 
''Pet Action Line.'' 
Please look for the Shedd's 
Spread advertisement in your Sun-
day paper and redeem your coupon. 
The money we receive will aid in 
No Hot Cars in Midland 
For the last three years, June 
and Fred Dotson, of Dotson Dat-
sun in Midland, Texas, have been 
inserting a copy of The HSUS's 
flyer warning of the dangers of 
leaving a pet in a parked car into 
the plastic package containing 
the warranty for every new car 
they sell. When the new car owner 
opens his warranty package, the 
first thing he sees is our warning 
flyer. HSUS members for many 
years, the Dotsons also help to 
promote a "Pet of the Week" fea-
ture for the Midland SPCA in the 
used car ads they sponsor in local 
papers. 
We've just sent the Dotsons 
500 additional flyers for the sum-
mer. "If [enclosing the flyers] 
saves one animal's life, it's all 
worth the effort,'' says Maureen 
Dotson-Wall, their daughter. 
Veterinarians, merchants, hu-
mane societies, and individuals can 
obtain a supply of the flyers by 
writing "Hot Car," The HSUS, 
2100 L Street, NW, Washington, 
DC 20037. 
our efforts to ensure the proper 
care and responsible ownership of 
pets. 
WILD Alternatives 
In our continuing efforts to 
counter the biases and inaccu-
racies of Project WILD (see the 
President's Perspective), The 
HSUS has made available a new 
publication, "The Dangers of Proj-
ect WILD." 
This critique, prepared in col-
laboration with seven other ani-
mal-welfare organizations, ana-
lyzes the problems that we have 
uncovered in the Project WILD 
materials. Copies are available 
from The HSUS for $2.00 each. 
The HSUS's National Associa-
tion for the Advancement of Hu-
mane Education (NAAHE) is cur-
rently developing materials that 
will provide accurate wildlife in-
formation for the children in our 
schools. The fall issue of Children 
& Animals (formerly Humane Ed-
ucation) will feature an extensive 
teaching unit on captive wildlife, 
which will fill one of the many 
gaps in the Project WILD curri-
culum. The unit discusses prob-
lems inherent in the captive wild-
life trade. Additional balancing 
materials will follow from N AAHE. 
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A Horse Story 
In the May 1985 issue of Equus 
magazine, the great race horse 
John Henry is analyzed by a num-
ber of experts, including Nancy 
Regalmuto, a practicing psychic. 
During her sessions with the vet-
eran gelding, Ms. Regalmuto's men-
tal reading led her to this inter-
pretation of the horse's thoughts 
on racing and human behavior: 
"A very long time ago, at one of 
the first barns I was in, I had a 
best friend. He could not run well, 
and I know he tried. He used to 
tell me how hard he tried. He used 
to tell me to stop fighting so hard 
and try more. He used to lecture 
me on the realities of racing. A 
horse like him, a horse like me-
Reflect for 
a moment ... 
both geldings. One trying with all 
his heart to win but just not hav-
ing the ability, and me, not trying 
at all but fighting fire with fire. 
He used to tell me it didn't matter 
how long I fought, that my life 
was not my own and that the choice 
would not be mine, but ultimately 
a human choice. I didn't believe 
him. I thought I could win. 
"One day they came in and put 
him to sleep in front of all of us. It 
was so sad. He tried so hard to do 
the right thing for humans but 
humans didn't care. I realized how 
heartless and cold humans could 
be. I grieve his death to this day. 
I guess I still rebelled after his 
death, but I thought a lot, too, and 
the more I thought, the more I 
realized how right he was. I started 
how can I help animals 
even when I no longer 
share their world ... 7 
By your bequest for animal pro-
tection to The Humane Society of 
the United States. 
Your will can provide for animals 
after you're gone. 
to 'feel' differently in a physical 
sense too. It was like I was a baby 
no longer. I felt mature. I came to 
realize I was living on borrowed 
time. I feel if he saw me now, he 
would be proud of me. I guess I 
run more for him and the others of 
my kind. 
"Because of that, I also try 
hard to encourage the others be-
fore a race. When they come back 
I congratulate them on winning 
or advise them on what they did 
wrong. I get very upset when 
they lose. It worries me. I must 
teach the others what he taught 
me, we have no real choices but 
only one path to follow-pleasing 
humans. The only real win we have 
is our own survival." 
Naming The HSUS demonstrates 
your lasting commitment to ani-
mal welfare and strengthens the 
Society for this task. 
.-------------------------------------------------------------: 
: Please send: Will information l 
We will be happy to send infor-
mation about our animal pro-
grams and material which will 
assist in planning a will. 
The Humane Society News • Summer 1985 
Name -------------------------------------------
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City State Zip. ______ _ 
Mail in confidence to: Murdaugh s. Madden, Vice Presi-
dent/General Counsel, The Humane Society of the United 





















by Diana S. Greene 
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Recently, the U.S. District Court 
for the District of Columbia issued a 
decision that may help French geese 
from becoming pate de fois gras (a 
goose liver paste prized by gourmets) 
to supply an American health food 
company. More importantly, however, 
the decision opens the door for hu-
mane stockholders to protest, and 
perhaps to change, animal cruelty and 
exploitation and other unethical prac-
tices of some corporations. 
The road to this decision began in 
1981, when Peter Lovenheim, an ani-
mal-protection advocate and former 
HSUS government-relations special-
ist, bought 200 shares of Iroquois 
Brands, Ltd. This company is pri-
marily known for its sales of health 
food grains and cereals. Much to his 
dismay, however, Mr. Lovenheim dis-
covered, upon careful reading of the 
company's annual report, that Iro-
quois sold French-made pate. 
Pate de fois gras is particularly ob-
jectionable to humanitarians since its 
production results in daily misery 
for the geese. Usually, in order to pro-
duce larger quantities of pate, the 
livers of the geese are enlarged by 
force-feeding. A funnel tube up to 
one foot in length is inserted into the 
goose's throat and approximately 
one pound of corn mash is forced 
down the tube. The bird is unable to 
swallow or digest this much food 
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without great difficulty and, there-
fore, an elastic band is fastened se-
curely around its throat to prevent 
regurgitation. This procedure is re-
peated two to four times per day un-
til the animal's liver has been en-
larged to six times its original size. 
Some farms have mechanized the 
procedure, and the goose is held in a 
metal brace, with its wings pinned 
back and neck outstretched, during 
force-feeding. 
In 1983, Mr. Lovenheim attended 
the company's annual stockholders' 
meeting and proposed that Iroquois 
investigate how its supplier produced 
pate de fois gras and prepare a re-
port to the stockholders on any in-
stances of animal abuse found. This 
resolution received 50,000 votes, or 
a little more than five percent of the 
total cast (a simple majority is re-
quired to win). This vote meant that, 
under the rules of the Securities and 
Exchange Commission (SEC) then in 
effect, the resolution would be intro- · 
duced at the next annual meeting. 
The SEC is the governmental agen-
cy that regulates all corporations sell-
ing stock to the public. It also regu-
lates shareholder resolutions such as 
the one filed by Mr. Lovenheim. Short-
ly after Iroquois's 1983 annual meet-
ing, the SEC changed its rules. The 
new SEC rules would allow a company 
to exclude a shareholder's resolution 
from the material mailed to stockhold-
ers prior to any annual meeting if that 
resolution concerns an operation that 
accounts for less than five percent of 
the company's gross sales and assets 
and "is not otherwise significantly re-
lated to the issuer's business." More-
over, Iroquois requested and received 
an informal opinion from the SEC that 
it would take no action if the compa-
ny did not include Mr. Lovenheim's 
proposal in its proxy statements. 
Only about one half of one percent 
of Iroquois's assets are related to 
pate, so Mr. Lovenheim had no alter-
native but to go to federal court and 
seek a ruling that his proposal could 
not be excluded since it concerned an 
ethical issue that was significantly 
related to the company's business. He 
wanted the court to rule that it did 
not matter if the proposal concerned 
an issue of relatively little economic 
importance, since stockholders might 
be equally concerned about ethical mat-
ters. He especially, of course, wanted 
the federal district court to agree 
that animal cruelty is one such signifi-
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cant moral issue entitled to considera-
tion by shareholders. He also wanted 
the court to order Iroquois to include 
his proposal in its proxy statements so 
that other shareholders could learn 
about this aspect of their company and 
vote on the proposal at the spring 
annual meeting. 
That is exactly what the court did. 
On March 27, 1985, Judge Oliver 
Gasch issued a preliminary injunc-
tion that required Iroquois to in-
clude the resolution in the materials 
that it planned to mail to stockhold-
ers on April6. The court specifically 
ruled that animal cruelty was an is-
sue of ethical and moral significance. 
It cited, from the brief filed on Mr. 
Lovenheim's behalf, the fact that 
humane treatment laws have been in 
force historically in western culture 
and are presently enacted in all fifty 
states. Moreover, the court noted, the 
specific practice of force- feeding is 
opposed by the major animal-welfare 
organizations, including The HSUS. 
Unfortunately, Mr. Lovenheim's 
proposal received only 37,147 votes 
at the 1985 shareholders' meeting, 
fewer votes than previously and just 
over four percent of the total cast. 
Iroquois is now planning to sell its 
pate assets for reasons it claims are 
unrelated to the shareholder's reso-
lution and based on the unprofitabil-
ity of that product line. 
The court's decision is, nonethe-
less, very significant in that it opens 
the door for other animal-welfare 
advocates to propose investigations 
of and changes in any animal-cruel-
ty practices carried out by compa-
nies in which they hold stock. The 
case cautions humane stockholders 
to read very carefully the annual re-
ports they receive, since an objec-
tionable practice or holding might be 
economically insignificant and rela-
tively unknown to the general public 
or to most stockholders. 
Corporations are required, by law, 
to disclose information about their 
business to their shareholders and 
to the public. This case emphasizes 
the importance of reading and using 
this information. Any shareholder is 
entitled to file a resolution. One per-
son may, therefore, have a signifi-
cant impact on a corporation and may 
also, in this way, make a substantial 
contribution to animal welfare. 
Diana S. Greene is a law clerk in the 
General Counsel's office of The HSUS. 
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What is the one thing that trap-
pers, dogfighters, unscrupulous pet 
shop and puppy mill owners, hunters, 
roadside zoo operators, irresponsible 
laboratory researchers, and other ex-
ploiters of animals have in common? 
It is their fear of an organized effort 
by animal activists to end their activi-
ties! They know all too well that when 
we join together to work for the pas-
sage of laws to protect animals, we 
can be a powerful lobbying group. 
One of the best tools we have to 
lobby public officials effectively is 
our system of galvanizing members 
into action on behalf of animals. In 
order to make public officials more 
aware and responsive to animal ac-
tivists' concerns, The HSUS formed 
its Action Alert Team nine years 
ago. This stalwart group of HSUS 
members has made the commitment 
to act, when called on, at a few hours 
notice. Usually, that action takes 
the form of a letter to their state or 
national representatives to ask for 
their vote on a specific piece of pend-
ing legislation. The system works. We 
know, because we can directly attri-
bute legislative victories all over the 
country to Action Alert Team inter-
vention. 
For example, earlier this year, we 
were able to get a bill introduced in 
the Virginia legislature to make dog-
fighting a felony. Astute observers 
of the legislature said that such a 
bill did not have a chance of passing 
in that state-the session would last 
only sixty days and many influential 
lawmakers opposed our bill. However, 
6 
Getting Their Attention: 
The Action Alert Team 
Targets Legislators 
and Chalks Up Successes 
we knew that dogfighting had be-
come common in the state. We knew 
we had to get a tough dogfighting 
provision on the books to give law 
enforcement officials an incentive to 
crack down on fighters. 
After the bill's introduction, The 
HSUS sent out a massive mailing of 
Action Alerts to our members in 
Virginia. We requested that they 
call or write their state legislators 
and urge them to vote for the bill. 
About that time, a house committee 
considered the bill but greatly weak-
ened its provisions, choosing to make 
dogfighting only a misdemeanor. This 
version passed the House and was 
sent to the Senate. Ordinarily, even 
getting a bill this far in Virginia is a 
major accomplishment. However, by 
the time the bill was received in the 
Senate, the full force of the HSUS 
Action Alert was being felt by all 
the state senators. They were being 
deluged by calls and letters from an-
imal protectionists. In response, the 
Senate not only passed the bill but 
also restored its strong felony provi-
sions! When the bill was returned to 
the House for concurrence, a final 
serious attempt was made to weaken 
it. Fortunately, by this time, house 
members had also been inundated 
with calls and letters, and many of 
the strongest opponents backed down 
in light of this massive show of sup-
port. The legislation was subsequently 
passed and signed into law by the gov-
ernor. 
Alerts are used to defeat bad legis-
lation as well. Already this year, 
numerous efforts have been made to 
legalize horse racing or dog racing, 
expand hunting of such animals as 
bears, coyotes, and doves, and give 
special privileges to hunters and 
trappers. In Texas, mail was run-
ning fifty to one against legalization 
of horse racing soon after The HSUS 
and another interest group sent alerts 
to members. Even though the racing 
industry had spent large sums of 
money and brought in well-known 
figures such as former president 
Gerald Ford, former governor John 
Connally, and entertainer Willie Nel-
son, the bill was defeated. The racing 
industry was shocked. 
We contacted many of you to help 
protest the implementation of the 
Project WILD curriculum by vari-
ous state departments of education. 
Because of the numerous protests 
these alerts have generated, Project 
WILD is now being reevaluated 
by many states, school boards, and 
teachers. 
Earlier this year, we contacted 
thousands of Mississippians and re-
quested that they let certain mem-
bers of Congress know that the Ani-
mal Welfare Act must be properly 
enforced. The three members they 
were asked to contact are key mem-
bers of committees with jurisdiction 
over the Animal Welfare Act. This 
carefully targeted alert could do 
more for enforcement of the Animal 
Welfare Act nationwide than any 
other single activity by humane or-
ganizations! 
The precedent-setting steel-jaw 
leghold trapping ban would not have 
been enacted in New Jersey in 1984 
if not for the efforts of the many 
citizens who responded to alerts re-
questing their help. 
Finally, citizen pressure caused 
the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service to 
cancel its proposed 1984 Loxahatchee 
deer hunt-again, the result of an 
HSUS Action Alert call. 
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How Our Alert System Works 
When critical animal issues arise, 
an alert is sent immediately from our 
Washington office to the members 
with the ability to influence that 
particular issue's outcome. Some-
times, we mail to an entire state, 
other times to a specific locality or 
congressional district. The alert con-
tains all the information members 
need to react properly to the par-
ticular situation. Usually, alerts are 
sent because of an upcoming vote. 
However, they are also used in order 
to create enthusiasm, interest, and 
support among legislators and, as a 
result, move an issue into the pipe-
line of the legislative process. 
Why Do They Work? 
Elected legislators place more value 
on the wishes of their constituents than 
on those of special-interest groups. 
A letter from a citizen or group out-
side his district may be of only pass-
ing interest to a legislator. However, 
a letter or call from a constituent re-
flecting that person's genuine concern 
for a matter will have a major im-
pact. This is especially true at the state 
level. There, legislators are sometimes 
overlooked because citizens most often 
contact their members of U.S. Con-
gress with a complaint or request. 
When a state legislator's phone rings 
off the hook or his office is inundated 
with mail on an issue, he is bound to 
take an interest! And, because animal-
welfare issues are often considered 
"minor" issues (compared to a state's 
budget, taxes, educational programs, 
etc.), letters can more easily turn the 
tide on a legislator's opinion and ul-
timate position. 
Alerts are especially effective be-
cause they are timely. You may be 
asked to call the day before a vote is 
to occur. This shows that legislator 
that you are extremely knowledgeable 
about his activities. Alerts are our 
best way of keeping you up-to-date 
on important matters. Our regular 
publications cannot possibly give you 
this timely information, nor can they 
keep you abreast of the multitude of 
issues at the local and state levels. 
Who Receives Them? 
Because of Internal Revenue Ser-
vice restrictions, only voting mem-
bers of The HSUS (those who have 
contributed $10 or more) may be 
part of the Action Alert Team. It is 
not possible or feasible for us to send 
all alerts to all our members. We send 
them normally only to those individ-
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YES, I want to join the HSUS Action Alert Team 
Please print or type: 
Name 
Address -----------------------------------------------------












Optional Phone Network: I understand that, in a crisis when immediate action 
is needed, I will be called by an HSUS staff person who will explain the press-
ing issue. I will then call my own legislator, pass on the information I was 
given, and encourage him to vote to protect the animals. 
Daytime Telephone Number: ( ) ______________ __ 
•--~--------------------------------------------------------------------------~ 
uals willing to accept the responsi-
bility of contacting public officials 
on behalf of animals. However, in 
some instances, there is a need to 
generate more activity than our cur-
rent list can produce. We then send 
alerts to all voting members in a par-
ticular area or state. Costs of mail-
ing and production are making that 
prohibitively expensive, so we would 
like to ask those with a willingness 
to help animals in this way to sign 
up specifically for our Action Alert 
Team. In that way, they will be avail-
able to help when needed. 
An alert cannot guarantee suc-
cess. In some cases, our alert effort 
is being matched, or even surpassed, 
by other groups with opposing view-
points-the National Rifle Associa-
tion and hunting and trapping groups, 
for example, have very effective 
alert systems in place. However, our 
efforts, even when not immediately 
successful, can lead to greater un-
derstanding of an issue and can 
make legislators aware that certain 
actions on their part will displease 
an important segment of their con-
stituency. Even though they may 
not respond as requested the first 
time, their future actions may very 
well be affected. 
Join the Team 
Fill in the form and return it to us 
so that your name may be added to 
our Action Alert Team. If you are 
not sure whether you are already on 
our team, send in the form anyway. 
You may have received alerts in the 
past only because it was essential to 
send a particular alert to our entire 
membership and not because you were 
on the Action Alert Team. 
All members of our team also re-
ceive our new publication, Animal 
Activist Alert (AAA). Published four 
times a year, AAA keeps members 
up to date on federal legislation and 
new state laws and offers tips on be-
ing a more effective activist. The in-
formation you receive from alerts and 
the AAA can be used in your local 
humane society publications. 
What You Will Do 
Our alerts will request that you 
immediately write a letter or call an 
elected official with a message regard-
ing an important animal-welfare is-
sue. We ask that you do whatever is 
most comfortable and convenient for 
you. 
Also, if you are truly committed to 
helping us help animals and have the 
time, sign up to be a member of our 
activist phone network as well. Some-
times, we do not have sufficient warn-
ing of upcoming events to send out 
an alert by mail. In those rare cases, 
we might call on you for help in con-
tacting legislators who represent 
you. Some members on this list have 
never been contacted by us, others 
have on a regular basis. Remember, 
you are never obligated to respond. 
Joining our Action Alert Team is 
one of the best ways that you can 
help us help animals. 
7 
Whaling Foes Keep Pressure on Japan 
Boycott for the Whales 
Wins Midwest Support 
All across the country, the public 
is getting involved in the final push 
to stop the killing of whales. The 
HSUS has played a leading role in 
this effort through sponsorship of 
the Boycott for the Whales Coalition 
(see the Spring 1985 HSUS News). 
As part of the coalition's efforts, 
HSUS Whale Campaign Coordinator 
Campbell Plowden made a two-part 
whistlestop trip to eight cities (Cleve-
land, Cincinnati, St. Louis, Chicago, 
Detroit, Houston, Dallas, and Atlanta), 
where he spoke to hundreds of peo-
ple about the whaling issue. Equally 
important, he established contact with 
local animal-rights groups to orga-
nize demonstrations in front of offices 
of Japan Air Lines (J AL). Boycott 
for the Whales has targeted J AL for 
an international boycott because the 
Japanese government, J AL 's primary 
shareholder, engages in whaling con-
trary to restrictions agreed upon by 
the International Whaling Commis-
sion (see the Winter 1985 HSUS News). 
Mr. Plowden gave a slide show lec-
ture in each city. He concentrated on 
the natural history of whales; the his-
tory of early whaling activities; the 
abuses of the modern whaling indus-
try and the transition of the Inter-
national Whaling Commission (IWC) 
over a period of years from a whal-
ers' "club" to a group influenced by 
numerous conservation-minded na-
tions; and the current activities of 
whale-protection groups. At each stop, 
people gathered in front of the J AL 
ticket office. The focal point of the dem-
onstrations was twenty-five-foot-
long "Flo," the inflatable humpback 
whale designed by Jon Perry. Demon-
strators handed out a total of 10,000 
leaflets to passersby (and another 
10,000 via mail requests). These events 
were covered by a variety of major 
newspapers, television, and radio 
8 
stations. The media highlight of the 
trip was Mr. Plowden's appearance 
on the nationally syndicated PBS 
talk show, "Late Night America" with 
host Dennis Wholey, broadcast live 
from Detroit on May 23. 
The key to the success of all of 
these events was the cooperation that 
The HSUS received from animal-
rights groups everywhere. A few of the 
major cosponsors were Greenpeace, 
People for the Ethical Treatment of 
Animals, the League for Animal W el-
fare, Missouri League for Humane 
Progress, Michigan Humane Society, 
Citizens for Animal Protection, Texas 
Humane Information Network, and 
the International Fund for Animal 
Welfare. 
The Boycott for the Whales cam-
paign is gaining momentum. A sig-
nificant number of travel agents have 
made commitments not to book pas-
sengers on JAL. Losing $1,500 fares 
to Japan and enduring the negative 
publicity that JAL is receiving from 
this campaign must be encouraging 
the airline's management to tell the 
Japanese government it is time to 
halt whaling in accordance with the 
IWC moratorium. 
Whale Protectionists, U.S. Pursue 
Separate Strategies 
On May 16, a three-judge panel 
from the court of appeals listened to 
oral arguments in the lawsuit con-
cerning the U.S. bilateral deal with 
Japan about its whaling activities. 
A federal district court judge had 
earlier ruled in favor of twelve ani-
mal-welfare and conservation groups, 
which contended that the U.S. secre-
taries of state and commerce had 
violated U.S. law by negotiating an 
agreement with Japan that would al-
low Japanese whalers to keep hunt-
ing until 1988. This would be two 
years beyond when the IWC has 
mandated a halt to all commercial 
whaling. If the court of appeals up-
holds the lower court ruling, the 
United States will be required to take 
steps specified by the Packwood-Mag-
nuson Amendment and reduce Japan's 
allocation to fish in U.S. waters by 
at least fifty percent. Although J a-
pan has stated that it will stop whal-
ing in 1988 if the court rules in favor 
of the United States, the economic 
sting that would result from a deci-
sion in favor of the whale-protection 
groups would almost certainly cause 
Japan to comply with the IWC ruling 
in 1986, since the value of its U.S.-
based fishery is ten times greater 
than the value of its whaling industry. 
Whale-protection groups won an-
other victory in Congress recently 
when attempts by supporters of the 
Japanese fishing industry to weaken 
the Packwood-Magnuson Amend-
ment, part of the Fisheries Conser-
vation and Management Act, failed. 
Another amendment to that act, pro-
posed by Congressman Don Honker, 
would preserve the discretion of the 
administration to cut fishing alloca-
tions from any nation violating a 
treaty concerning any living marine 
resource. This kind of sanction pro-
vides crucial enforcement for treaties, 
like the IWC agreement, that have 
no penalties for noncompliance. 
Rep. Honker is also the sponsor 
of a congressional resolution that 
spells out a strong, concrete U.S. 
government policy on whale protec-
tion. At recent hearings before a 
house foreign affairs subcommittee, 
Campbell Plowden testified with Rep. 
Honker and other whale-protection 
group spokespeople in support of 
this resolution. They blasted the pres-
ent administration for making a politi-
cally expedient deal with the Japanese 
following that country's violation of 
the IWC sperm whale ban. Mr. Plow-
den expressed great concern that 
Japan-and Norway, as well-will 
attempt at this year's IWC meeting 
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Campbell Plowden (left) demonstrates in front of "Flo" in Cincinnati. 
Great Lakes Regional Director Sandy Rowland (left) and other activists hold HSUS 
banner at Cleveland JAL protest. 
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to coerce the organization into creating 
a new, "coastal subsistence" category 
of whaling that would be exempt 
from the IWC commercial whaling 
ban. Japan may also try to circum-
vent the moratorium by issuing it-
self scientific research permits un-
der the guise of studying the whale 
populations as a way to keep its 
whaling vessels operational during 
the moratorium. The U.S. government 
delegation will need to be firmly on 
the side of whale conservation to 
guarantee that these initiatives do 
not gain approval. 
The United States did hold firm in 
March when the USSR exceeded its 
share of the IWC minke whale quota 
in the Antarctic by more than 1,000 
animals. The secretary of commerce 
invoked the Packwood-Magnuson 
Amendment, and, as a result, the 
~ Soviets will lose half of their 50,000-
~ 
1 ton fish allocation. They also stand 
to lose the profit from their excess 
whale catch, since the United States 
warned Japan that, if they imported 
the full amount of the Soviet whale 
harvest, the United States would also 
penalize Japan. 
The United States has very little 
leverage left in the form of fishing 
restrictions to secure Soviet com-
pliance with the total moratorium. 
But, if the United States keeps to its 
threat of sanctions against Japan if 
the Japanese import whale meat after 
the moratorium goes into effect, the 
Soviets may stop whaling. Under 
those circumstances, it would not 
make economic sense for the Soviets 
to continue to whale without access 
" to the lucrative Japanese market. 
""-~ The HSUS encourages its sup-
oo porters not to buy any fish products 
f;l from Japan, Norway, and the USSR 
~ 
1 until all three nations agree to cease 





With an Animal-Welfare Perspective 
A Border Collie: celebrated in 
Nop's Trials 
by Deborah Salem 
On Christmas Day, Lewis Burk-
holder, a sheep farmer in Virginia's 
Shenandoah Valley, sits eating din-
ner with his family while his good 
young Border Collie, Nop, plays out-
side with Dixie, the coonhound puppy. 
The two dogs, drawn by the scent of 
deer in the woods, stray away from 
the house. Suddenly, a truck ap-
pears on the dirt road nearby, stops, 
and two men haul the two young 
dogs inside. Then, it speeds away. 
Lewis doesn't know it yet, there 
eating his turkey with his quirky 
relatives, but his life has just been 
changed. When Nop doesn't return 
to the farm, Lewis begins a search 
that will take him many months and 
across several states, cost him hun-
dreds of his hard-earned dollars, and 
force him, finally, to break the law. 
This is the plot of Nop 's Trials, a 
novel by Donald McCaig, a former 
New York advertising copywriter 
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Author Donald McCaig on his 
Virginia farm 
Man, sheep, and dog at work during a sheepdog trial in Virginia 
turned sheep farmer and author. 
Widely praised at the time of its 
hardcover publication last year (and 
again at its paperback release this 
June), Nop 's Trials is of particular 
interest to animal welfarists of all 
ages. Once N op leaves the protective 
custody of Lewis and his little farm, 
he falls prey to almost every cruel 
circumstance a present-day lost dog 
can face. He is stolen, used by dog-
fighters as bait, beaten, sold into a 
grotesque rodeo novelty act, befriend-
ed by a lonely bag lady only to fall 
into the hands of a sadistic buncher, 
and, finally, consigned to a laboratory 
for sacrifice in bogus product-safety 
testing. Nap's trials are less a canine 
Odyssey than a descent through Dante's 
Inferno, where cruel, greedy, feckless 
people repeatedly torment and betray 
him. 
While N op is in misery, seemingly 
spinning further and further away 
from Lewis's benign universe, Burk-
holder stays on his trail, never com-
pletely giving up his search, hoping 
for a longshot chance to recover his 
dog. Although buffeted badly by a 
hostile human world, Nop is able to 
survive, in part due to his canine 
powers of observation and deduction. 
These considerable powers are con-
vincingly portrayed through the unique 
language Mr. McCaig has devised in 
which his animals think and express 
themselves. ("Black-and- White, " 
Dixie asks Nop, "Why dost thou pur-
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sue thy master's woolies? It is not 
dog's work to move woolies. Dogs 
hunt. Hunting is dog's work and scent-
ing delicious scent.·~ Dignified with-
out being anthropomorphized, this lan-
guage is no small part of the charm 
of the book and can claim responsi-
bility for its great popularity among 
those who have studied animals and 
respect them. 
It is unusual for a book about a 
man and his dog to become an in-
stant classic, recommended by critic 
and neighbor alike. Donald McCaig 
himself is surprised and gratified by 
the warm response Nop 's Trials has 
received. "I've gotten hundreds of 
letters, which my publisher tells me 
is very unusual, mostly from people 
who want to tell me how much they 
enjoyed Nop and how moved they 
were by it." Many of the letters are 
from members of local humane soci-
eties, some of whom want to tell Mr. 
McCaig about their own experiences 
with lost or stolen dogs. 
Mr. McCaig didn't start out to 
write a chronicle of the abuses people 
inflict on companion animals, but he 
did want to show "what can happen 
to a dog once it leaves the small cir-
cle of its owner's protection." Al-
"I'm Lewis Burkholder from 
White Post, Virginia, and I've come 
for my dog." 
Ralston said, "You know, I think 
I will electrify that gate." He 
came out of his house and heeled 
the door shut. 
Nelson kept right up with him 
though his feet were hitting the 
ground about twice as often as 
the bigger man's. "You buy many 
dogs?" 
"We'll do between five and six 
thousand a year. I'm just a little 
guy, kind of a cottage industry." 
"How much do you get for a 
dog?" "Depends. " They passed a 
row of trucks: big ones, little ones, 
all closed-bodied. They passed a 
rusty old corncrib, just a tin roof 
over wire mesh. The corncrib held 
twenty dogs. Most of them were 
alive. 
A dog skull was half stuffed in-
to the broken foundation. A single 
hole in the top of the skull, about 
the size of a twenty-two bullet. 
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though it is unlikely, he admits, that 
all of the things that happen to N op 
would happen to any one lost dog, 
"Many of them could happen, and 
one or more almost always does." 
Donald McCaig became familiar 
with humane issues while he worked 
in a New York advertising agency. 
There, he created the well-known 
campaign, "Extinct is Forever," for 
preserving endangered species, and 
became acquainted with Alice Her-
rington of Friends of Animals. He 
credits her with his understanding 
of many of the problems animals 
face. He left New York in the early 
1970s to farm what is now nearly 
300 acres in the mountains of western 
Virginia. His interest in working dogs, 
Border Collies in particular, ' ttes 
from 1981, when he bought aT rder 
Collie puppy, named Pip, as' Jirth-
day present for his wife. 
As the plot for Nop 's Trials began 
to take shape in his mind, he turned 
to Mary Warner of Action-81, in 
Berryville, Virginia, for specific in-
formation on what can befall a lost 
dog. "I was very concerned, when I 
wrote the book, that everything in it 
be completely accurate," says Mr. 
McCaig. "I didn't set out to write an 
Ralston saw Nelson spot the skulL 
"Of course, I can't sell every dog I 
buy. Some months it hardly pays 
me to put my trucks on the road. I 
don't like to kill a dog, but the 
dogs I keep have to be just about 
perfect-intelligent, healthy, and 
I won't keep no vicious dog. " 
The dogs in the corncrib jumped 
at the mesh. Several did tricks 
that humans had taught them. 
Ralston faced Lewis. He knew 
who his enemies were. "You see 
these dogs? These dogs 'll bring 
me some bucks. Doberman skins 
look like sealskin and German 
Shepherd fur-you know those big 
expensive down parkas? Wolf fur 
to trim the hood." He pointed to 
the Setter. "Red Fox." He spread 
his hands to include all the dogs: 
"It's the newest thing-fun furs." 
Nelson pushed right between the 
two smiling men. "We came for 
your dog. What was his name?" 
"Nop. His name is Nop. He's a 
black-and-white Border Collie." 
-Nop's Trials 
'animal-welfare' book-it just turned 
out that Nap's trials are all of the 
manmade variety.'' 
When he says, ''I do think that, 
for most people, to understand ani-
mals is to be obligated to them," one 
can see where Lewis Burkholder 
gets his determination to recover 
Nop, no matter what the cost. 
In fact, this determination on both 
sides of the partnership between N op 
and Lewis is the glue that holds 
Nop 's Trials together. Author McCaig 
studied the unique partnership be-
tween man and working dog as he 
trained his own dogs, competed in 
sheepdog trials, and tried to learn 
from his mistakes. Lewis and Nop 
live such a partnership-sharing in 
the telling of their story and work-
ing creatively, from their different 
vantage points, to achieve their goal. 
That Nop takes such an active role 
in his own salvation makes him truly 
the dramatic equal of the human, 
Lewis. 
Although Mr. McCaig believes in 
the "serious need of people for ani-
mals," he doesn't see another novel 
about animals in his immediate fu-
ture. This is too bad, for he has a 
knack for animal and human por-
traits devoid of sentimentality and 
for high velocity plot lines that make 
simply turning the page an unwel-
come interruption. 
Mr. McCaig is working with sheep-
dog trainer Jack Knox on a nonfic-
tion book about dog training and ar-
ticles for Country Journal magazine 
on working dogs. "I'm no expert on 
animals or on Border Collies,'' he 
holds, "but I'm happy that people 
have responded the way they have 
to Nop's story. There are a lot of 
people out there who share my fasci-
nation with animals and how they 
think. If, after reading the book, 
people are more aware of the dan-
gers that can happen, too, then 
that's great." 
That these dangers, all too familiar 
to HSUS members, are described in 
a realistic, moving story guarantees 
they will have a hearing beyond the 
range of traditional animal-welfare 
publications. Anyone ignorant of the 
pointlessness of animal experimen-
tation, the ugly spectacle of rodeo, 
or the indefensible callousness of the 
animal slave trade will be enlight-
ened by reading Nop 's Trials. If, as a 
result, any such reader is moved to 
act on behalf of animals, we can 
thank Mr. McCaig. 
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Forty-four Senators Commit Themselves to 
Oppose Fur Seal Treaty 
In what will, we hope, be a turning 
point for the protection of seals, for-
ty-four United States senators have 
signed a letter to Secretary of State 
George P. Shultz expressing their 
opposition to the re-ratification of 
the North Pacific Fur Seal Treaty. 
Spearheading this effort in the Sen-
ate were Sens. Carl Levin and Bob 
Packwood. These senators initiated 
the letter to Secretary Shultz and 
asked their colleagues to join them 
in signing it. The senators' strong 
response was due, in substantial 
part, to an extensive information 
and education effort undertaken by 
The HSUS, the Massachusetts Soci-
ety for the Prevention of Cruelty to 
Animals (MSPCA), former Senator 
Paul Tsongas, and his colleague, 
Dennis Kanin. The cards and letters 
you sent to your senators were inval-
uable to our efforts, as well. 
In the seal treaty letter, the sen-
ators informed Sec. Shultz of their 
intentions to oppose the treaty when 
the Senate is asked to give its advice 
and consent. They said, "We cannot 
justify the expenditure of taxpayer 
money for the killing of seals. The 
use of taxpayer monies to subsidize 
the killing of seals is not an appropri-
ate function of the federal government 
and is repugnant to most Americans." 
Since the votes of only thirty-four 
senators are required to block ratifi-
cation of the treaty and forty-four 
have agreed to do so in this letter, 
The HSUS believes there is a strong 
chance that the treaty will not be rat-
ified and that the commercial slaugh-
ter of American fur seals will end. 
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However, the treaty must go 
through hearings, a vote in the Sen-
ate Foreign Relations Committee, and 
a vote on the senate floor. Because 
political loyalties are tenuous at 
best, it is possible that some sena-
tors may change their vote or refrain 
from voting altogether. HSUS Pres-
ident John A. Hoyt cautioned, "The 
fight isn't over. With solid senator-
ial support and more pressure from 
voters, the seals can (still) be saved. 
If HSUS members have not yet con-
tacted their U.S. senators and asked 
them to vote against the treaty, I 
strongly urge them to do so.'' 
The HSUS and the MSPCA held a 
joint press conference in April to an-
nounce the cooperation of the for-
ty-four senators. Sen. Tsongas, who 
has been retained by the two groups 
specifically to represent them on the 
seal issue, called for a halt to "the 
needless slaughter of thousands of 
fur seals on the Pribilof Islands of 
Alaska." Ratification of the treaty 
"would tie the United States to a 
commercial slaughter ... for four more 
years,'' he said. 
To bring the seal issue to the Sen-
ate's attention, the HSUS staff has 
visited seventy-seven senate offices; 
delivered tens of thousands of peti-
tions against the treaty collected by 
our members; and left a "Snuggles 
the Seal" with every senator as are-
minder of the plight of the Pribilof 
seal. 
HSUS Vice President Patricia For-
kan presented testimony before the 
House Commerce Appropriations Sub-
committee on March 22 on the alarm-
M!iii&'M 
ing population decline of the Pribilof 
seal herd and the expense to the 
American taxpayer of conducting this 
senseless harvest. 
The Following Senators 
Signed the Letter Opposing 
Re-ratification of the 
North Pacific Fur Seal Treaty: 
Mark Andrews (ND); Max Baucus 
(MT); Lloyd Bentsen (TX); Joseph 
R. Biden, Jr. (DE); Bill Bradley 
(NJ); Quentin N. Burdick (ND); John 
H. Chafee (RI); William S. Cohen 
(ME); Alan Cranston (CA); John 
C. Danforth (MO); Alan J. Dixon 
(IL); Christopher J. Dodd (CT); 
David Durenberger (MN); Thomas 
F. Eagleton (MO); J. James Exon 
(NB); Wendell H. Ford (KY); John 
Glenn, Jr. (OH); Albert Gore, Jr. 
(TN); Tom Harkin (lA); Gary Hart 
(CO); Howell Heflin (AL); John 
Heinz (PA); Gordon J. Humphrey 
(NH); Daniel K. Inouye (HI); Ed-
ward M. Kennedy (MA); John F. 
Kerry (MA); Patrick J. Leahy (VT); 
Carl Levin (MI); John Melcher 
(MT); Howard Metzenbaum (OH); 
George J. Mitchell (ME); Daniel 
P. Moynihan (NY); Bob Packwood 
(OR); Claiborne Pell (RI); William 
Proxmire (WI); David Pryor (AR); 
Donald W. Riegle, Jr. (MI); William 
V. Roth, Jr. (DE); Paul S. Sarbanes 
(MD); James Sasser (TN); Paul Si-
mon (IL); Robert T. Stafford (VT); 
Edward Zorinsky (NB). 
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Sen. Paul Tsongas (left), HSUS Vice President Patricia Forkan, and MSPCA Presi-
dent Frederick J. Davis spoke to the media during the Boston press conference. 
Patricia Forkan (second from right, back row) was an interested observer of the Fur 
Seal Commission meeting in Tokyo. 
HSUS Vice President John Grandy (right) testified before the Royal Commission on 
Seals and Sealing in April. 






In addressing the subcommittee, 
Ms. Forkan called 1985 a "watershed 
year in the fight to end a bloody seal 
hunt on American soil. Circumstances 
in 1985 present a rare opportunity 
to this subcommittee and Congress 
to end, once and for all, the annual 
clubbing of 22,000 seals .... " 
She urged the subcommittee nei-
ther to provide funding for the har-
vest scheduled during fiscal year 
1986 nor to include any money for 
the hunt in this year's supplemental 
appropriations bill. 
In the meantime, the administra-
tion signed a tentative agreement 
with the other signatory nations to 
the treaty (Japan, Canada, and the 
Soviet Union) to extend the treaty 
for four more years and has made 
every effort to ensure that the 1985 
seal hunt will take place. The Fur 
Seal Commission, which meets every 
year to set quotas for the Pribilof 
seal kill, met in Tokyo during the 
week of April 15th. Ms. Forkan rep-
resented The HSUS as an official 
member of the U.S. delegation sent 
to negotiate the quota. She lobbied 
for a zero kill and an end to the 
Pribilof seal hunt; however, other 
members of the delegation, represent-
ing the commerce and state depart-
ments and the Aleut natives who 
conduct the hunt, chose to vote for 
quotas of 22,000 seals. This is no 
change from the numbers killed last 
year. 
Unless the Senate blocks renewal 
of the treaty before then, the slaugh-
ter is scheduled to begin on July 8. 
It is possible that The HSUS will be 
forced, once again, to take the whole 
convoluted matter to court. 
The Canadian government has ap-
pointed an independent Royal Com-
mission to hear testimony in Can-
ada, the United States, and Europe 
regarding the need for that country's 
highly publicized harp seal hunt. 
HSUS Vice President John W. Gran-
dy testified before the Royal Com-
mission in April to state The HSUS's 
opposition to the annual harp seal 
clubbing in Canada, which continues 
despite a virtual ban on the sale of 
harp seal products by the European 
Economic Community (see the Spring 
"* and Falll982 HSUS News). The Royal 
11 " Commission has not yet made its 
g recommendation to the Canadian gov-
fil ernment whether or not this equally 
7 inhumane slaughter should stop com-








HSUS Regional Workshops Provide 
Skills and Fellowship to Shelter and 
· Animal- Control Professionals 
by Deborah L. Reed 
Hundreds of animal-control and 
humane workers who wish to improve 
their professional skills and share 
ideas about preventing animal suf-
fering attend annual training work-
shops sponsored by The HSUS in 
conjunction with its seven regional 
offices. Titled "Solving Animal Prob-
lems in Your Community," these work-
shops are designed to share ideas 
and programs that improve the care 
of sheltered animals in both public 
and nonprofit agencies. 
Although The HSUS is not a par-
ent organization to the hundreds of 
humane and animal-control organi-
zations that exist nationwide, its staff 
of experts in areas such as euthana-
sia, humane education, cruelty investi-
gations, fund-raising, publications 
production, legislation, and shelter 
management have helped many local 
organizations throughout the years 
to restructure outdated or inadequate 
animal programs and to improve their 
staff members' skills. This has resulted 
in less animal suffering and fewer 
sheltered animals. 
Workshop sessions usually are held 
each spring in three or four areas of 
the country that are served by HSUS 
regional offices.* Another workshop 
in another location often is held in 
the fall. The program encourages an-
imal workers to acquaint themselves 
with the staff members and resources 
available at HSUS headquarters in 
Washington, D.C. At the same time, 
workshop attendees can renew con-
tact with HSUS regional office staff 
members. The HSUS strives to reach 
as many animal workers as possible 
(this year, workshops have been held 
in Texas, New Jersey, West Virginia, 
and Florida). The workshops comple-
ment the HSUS annual conferences 
and Animal Control Academy sessions, 
held at the University of Alabama 
in Tuscaloosa and in other locations 
*The HSUS regional offices serve Ohio, 
Indiana, Michigan, West Virginia, Ar-
kansas, Louisiana, Oklahoma, Texas, 
Delaware, New Jersey, New York, Penn-
sylvania, Connecticut, Massachusetts, 
Maine, New Hampshire, Rhode Island, 
Vermont, Illinois, Iowa, Minnesota, Mis-
souri, Wisconsin, Florida, Georgia, 
North Carolina, South Carolina, Califor-
nia, Idaho, Oregon, Nevada, and Wash-
ington. 
every year, by providing a local, in-
formation-packed program in a con-
venient, three-day format. 
The HSUS held its first workshop 
in Tyler, Texas, in 1971, before its 
present regional office system was 
established. The following year, the 
new HSUS Great Lakes Regional 
Office hosted its first workshop. 
Since then, workshop content has 
kept pace with changes in the field. 
In the beginning, for example, em-
phasis was placed on "how-to" topics 
such as conducting cruelty investi-
gations or cleaning an animal shel-
ter. These and other important pro-
cedures still are emphasized, but 
now workshops also highlight ad-
vances such as in the control of 
rabies or in the use of computers to 
handle expanding animal records. Ses-
sions are planned months in advance 
to combine humane education, ani-
mal behavior, shelter management, 
and other traditional offerings with 
these newer developments. They are 
led by HSUS staff members from 
the Washington and regional offices 
and, often, by local professionals with 
expertise in a specific area of interest. 
This year, these experts have included 
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a former state prosecutor, a chief of 
biological services for a state depart-
ment of health, and the president of 
a state humane information network. 
The HSUS also makes available to 
workshop participants a variety of 
our publications and other materials to 
supplement the sessions themselves. 
Phyllis Wright, HSUS vice presi-
dent of Companion Animals, has 
worked for The HSUS since 1969, 
and she has been instrumental in 
helping thousands of animal work-
ers increase their professional skills 
and improve the lives of animals 
within their communities. She is well-
known for her practical, pithy advice 
and no-nonsense approach, gleaned 
from years of working with compan-
ion animals inside and outside shel-
ters, to the often frustrating chal-
lenges of animal care. 
Ms. Wright frequently teases work-
shop participants with this warning: 
''You might as well tell me now what 
you've been doing, because if you 
don't, someone else in this business 
will!" But, this statement also con-
tains a serious message. HSUS work-
shops have influenced many animal 
workers' decision to make animal 
control and sheltering their career. 
Although merely a job for some, for 
others, animal work has become a 
way of life, a profession for which 
they may move across the country 
several times as they advance through 
various career positions. A network 
of professionals has developed over 
the years, enabling workers to main-
tain contact with one another, keep 
informed of new techniques and op-
portunities, and lend one another 
support at crucial times. 
One example of someone v · , has 
advanced in the field since bt ming 
acquainted with The HSUS is Kathy 
Savesky, former director of The HSUS's 
National Association for the Advance-
ment of Humane Education (NAAHE), 
now director of the Humane Services 
Division for the Massachusetts So-
ciety for the Prevention of Cruelty 
to Animals (MSPCA) in Boston. 
In the fall of 1972, while a new 
volunteer for the Indianapolis Hu-
mane Society in Indiana, Ms. Saves-
ky took part in a planning session 
for one of the first HSUS workshops 
sponsored by the HSUS Great Lakes 
Regional Office. She was intrigued 
by what she learned. Shortly there-
Phyllis Wright speaks candidly of the challenges she has faced in her many years of 
animal-protection work. 
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after, she joined the Indianapolis 
Humane Society staff full-time and 
became humane education directpr. 
In May of 1977, she left that society 
for the MSPCA, and, in December, 
she became director of NAAHE. 
There, she remained for seven years 
until rejoining the MSPCA staff ear-
ly in 1985. 
"I believe the most memorable 
feeling to come out of the HSUS 
workshops is that of not being 
alone!" said Ms. Savesky. "The HSUS 
showed me that there are lots of 
other people fighting the same bat-
tles. To me, the HSUS staff always 
has represented a high degree of pro-
fessionalism; however, they've always 
been ready to provide goals and en-
couragement ... even a kick in the 
right place when it was needed! 
"Having worked at a local shelter 
and at The HSUS, I've seen both 
sides of the profession," said Ms. 
Savesky. "At a workshop, when Phyl-
lis Wright talks to attendees, she 
often mentions names of individuals 
in the field who exemplify a point 
she is trying to make about animal 
work. I think many in the audience 
want badly for their names to be 
mentioned. It represents a pat on 
the back by The HSUS for all their 
hard work.'' 
Barbara Cassidy-LaBuda, newly 
appointed HSUS director of Animal 
Sheltering and Control, is an animal-
work professional who began her ca-
reer in the early 1970s as a veterinar-
ian's assistant. From there, she ad-
vanced to shelter manager for the 
Ulster County SPCA in New York. 
Four years later, a brief stint in 
county government provided her with 
some additional legislative skills, 
and she became public affairs adminis-
trator for theN ew York State Humane 
Association. There she organized work-
shops and annual meetings, worked 
with N AAHE to emphasize humane 
education locally, gave advice to lo-
cal shelters on a variety of issues 
and operations, and worked actively 
in state legislation. 
Ms. Cassidy-LaBuda attended her 
first HSUS workshop in the mid-
1970s. "The resources from The HSUS, 
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Guest speakers such as Annette Hirsch, 
chief of biological services for the New 
Jersey Department of Health, offer their 
expertise to workshop participants. 
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particularly the written materials, 
were so helpful to me," she said. 
"When someone begins work in the 
humane field, he or she has so much 
to learn. One may have an intuitive 
feeling that a matter should be han-
dled a certain way, without being 
able to express exactly why that is 
so. The HSUS provided me with ma-
terials that confirmed my feelings, 
which reinforced my efforts." 
As director of Animal Sheltering 
and Control, Ms. Cassidy-LaBuda 
develops and oversees programs for 
animal shelters, animal-control agen-
cies, and humane societies. She re-
cently echoed the feelings of many 
animal workers nationwide. "It is 
very easy to feel isolated in a local 
shelter," she said. "The workshops 
provided by The HSUS give workers 
the opportunity to be with others 
who are like-minded about animals. 
I've never gotten tired of attending 
HSUS workshops and conferences be-
cause the opportunity to share with 
others is so important." 
The HSUS program was a fore-
runner of current animal-profession-
al training opportunities. When The 
HSUS conducted its first workshop, 
only three or four such seminars 
were being offered anywhere in the 
nation. Now, at least one hundred 
workshops are sponsored nationwide 
by other organizations. State pro-
grams to certify animal workers in-
creasingly have been established, and 
many of these are patterned after the 
standards and techniques presented 
in the earlier HSUS workshops. 
Many workshop attendees return 
home with a renewed spirit and com-
mitment to their profession, and 
they write to The HSUS to express 
their feelings. Such heartwarming 
letters, in turn, encourage HSUS staff 
members by reconfirming that HSUS 
standards for animal control and 
care and its belief in the positive 
power of a professional network will 
continue to foster happier, more pro-
ductive animal workers. 
Jimmy Torre of the Flagler Coun-
ty Humane Society in Palm Coast, 
Florida, wrote Phyllis Wright after 
the recent HSUS workshop in Orlan-
do. "I want you to know how much I 
enjoyed the HSUS workshop .... This 
workshop was my first and certainly 
won't be my last. I was so impressed 
and relieved to know that HSUS cares 
so much and is involved in absolutely 
everything concerning animal rights. 
There is so much to be done." 
RuthAnn Cumbo, director of the 
West Jefferson Humane Society in 
Bessemer, Alabama, recently wrote, 
"I also want to take this opportuni-
ty to tell you how much your group 
has helped me. Each time I attend a 
workshop, I go away feeling stronger 
and more dedicated. I get so very 
tired, but things are getting better. 
You are doing a good job-not only 
for the animals but for us, who need 
all the guidance and reassurance we 
can get just to be able to hang in 
there." Paul Murphy, dog officer for 
the town of Hingham in Massachu-
setts, " ... thought the workshop pro-
gram [in Pt. Pleasant, New Jersey] was 
exceptional, the people were wonder-
ful.. .. It's programs like this that re-
new my enthusiasm for the job." 
Samantha Mullen, public affairs ad-
ministrator for the New York State Hu-
mane Association, can't get enough 
of HSUS workshop offerings! "Every 
session [of the Pt. Pleasant workshop] 
was of value to me," she wrote. "My 
only problem was the usual one at 
HSUS events: how to take it all in. 
I'm thinking of stashing three tape 
recorders at various workshops the 
next time I attend an HSUS event 
that has so many good things hap-
pening simultaneously!'' 
HSUS workshops have provided an-
other benefit, increased understand-
ing and cooperation between animal-
control agencies and humane societies, 
which historically have performed sep-
arate functions within a community 
but have much to offer each other. 
Toni DeStefano, executive direc-
tor of the Humane Society of Wichi-
ta County in Wichita Falls, Texas, 
believes this is so. She and the soci-
ety cosponsored a workshop with the 
HSUS Gulf States Regional Office in 
March. Ms. DeStefano is very proud 
of the working relationship between 
the society and the Wichita Falls 
Animal Control Department, headed 
by Roy Ressel. 
Twenty-one years ago, she joined 
other concerned citizens in a cam-
paign to build a modem animal shelter. 
Today, the humane society manages 
the shelter used by the animal-con-
trol staff, whose salaries and equip-
ment are paid for by the county gov-
ernment. The department enforces all 
vaccination, registration, quarantine, 
and animal-cruelty ordinances; re-
sponds to calls about stray animals, 
unwanted pets, and animal emergen-
cies; and handles rabies testing and 
reporting. The humane society han-
dles sheltering, animal reclaims, eu-
thanasia, spay/neuter surgeries, and 
animal adoptions. 
Toni DeStefano praises the HSUS 
workshops. "They're wonderful. I've 
never failed to learn something new 
from them, and the fellowship that 
has developed over the years with 
other animal workers has been so 
important." 
Each year, The HSUS Companion 
Animals Department mails a brochure 
to animal organizations within re-
gions where workshops are scheduled, 
announcing dates, place, and program. 
While the workshop program has 
been a success, we are always look-
ing for more participants. We hope 
HSUS members will share this article 
with their local humane society or 
animal-control department. It may 
encourage them to send staff mem-
bers to the next workshop "road-
show" when it comes to town. 
Deborah L. Reed is the editor of Shel-
ter Sense, a publication for humane 
and animal-control workers nation-
wide, for The HSUS. 
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Education Activities 
and Services 
The National Association for the 
Advancement of Humane Education 
(NAAHE), the education division of The 
HSUS, revised and expanded The HSUS's 
Guidelines for the Study of Live Animals 
in Elementary and Secondary Schools 
and produced two new informational 
brochures to promote these guidelines 
among teachers and students. Both 
Kind News, NAAHE's new children's 
newspaper, and Humane Education, 
NAAHE's teachers' magazine, were pro-
moted among educators at the seven-
teen workshops and training programs 
conducted by NAAHE staff during the 
year. Work began on an addition to the 
Norma Terris Humane Education Center, 
headquarters for both NAAHE and the 
HSUS New England Regional Office, 
which will provide more office space 
and facilities for workshops and an in-
ternship program. NAAHE's national 
humane education evaluation project, 
launched in 1982, was completed and 
its data analyzed in 1984. NAAHE re-
sponded to Project WILD, a set of curric-
ulum guides developed and distributed 
nationally by state fish and wildlife 
agencies, by drafting a position state-
ment and preparing an extensive cri-
tique identifying the inaccuracies and 
biases in the materials. The new HSUS 
department of Higher Education Pro-
grams, under the direction of Dr. Randall 
Lockwood, prepared an "Annotated 
Bibliography on Animal Rights and Re-
lated Issues" and a model syllabus for 
a college-level course in human-animal 
relationships and animal rights. The di-
rector lectured on animal-related top-
ics at several college campuses and 
spoke to a number of humane organiza-
tions on how they can work with area 
colleges to promote animal welfare. 
The HSUS successfully worked for 
the enactment of state legislation deal-
ing with dogfighting; humane euthana-
sia; trapping; exotic pet ownership; 
pound seizure prohibition; training for 
animal-control personnel; rabies and 
animal control; pets in housing; and 
spay-and-neuter programs. Victories 
included the most comprehensive trap-
ping-prohibition law in the country, 
passed in New Jersey, and the first 
state prohibition of the sale of wild-
caught exotic birds, enacted in New 
York. 
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HSUS federal legislative staff sought 
to protect animals by introducing new 
bills, supplying expert testimony to key 
congressional committees, alerting 
members to crucial votes, and lobbying 
U.S. senators and representatives. We 
fought for increased funding for en-
forcement of the Animal Welfare Act, 
supplied important testimony during 
the first congressional hearings on 
trapping to be held in a decade, and 
worked to prevent the use of dogs and 
cats in ballistics wound laboratories. 
To launch our efforts to secure a na-
tional ban on pound seizure, HSUS lab-
oratory animal welfare program staff 
presented testimony against the fund-
ing of biomedical projects using shel-
ter animals in federally funded research. 
The HSUS was instrumental in the for-
mation of the national Pro-Pets coali-
tion of major animal-welfare groups to 
continue the anti-pound-seizure effort. 
A major campaign against the use of ani-
mals in psychological experimentation 
brought people from all over the United 
States and Canada to a rally cosponsored 
by The HSUS and other groups. We al-
so produced the first major study of its 
kind on the use of animals in cosmetics 
and household-product development and 
safety testing. 
The HSUS Animal Activist Alert in-
formed 5,000 HSUS members of more 
than thirty anlmal-welfare issues re-
quiring immediate action throughout 
the year. AAA readers deluged Capitol 
Hill with letters protesting government 
roundup and slaughter of wild horses 
and burros, pound seizure, and zero-
funding of the Animal Welfare Act and 
supporting the federal pets-in-hous-
ing law and reauthorization of the En-
dangered Species Act. 
We collected tens of thousands of 
petitions protesting the American seal 
hunt and held a reception for key mem-
bers of Congress on Capitol Hill to 
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celebrate Seal Day. The HSUS and other 
co-plaintiffs filed a federal lawsuit on 
behalf of whales to block a United 
States agreement which would permit 
Japan to continue whaling at least two 
years after the International Whaling 
Commission moratorium on commercial 
whaling is due to go into effect. The 
HSUS continued its boycott of fish prod-
ucts from Japan, Norway, and the So-
viet Union because of their refusal to 
halt whaling. 
The HSUS News and our 150 publica-
tions continued to educate our mem-
bers, media, legislators, government 
agencies, and the general public on the 
many humane issues affecting animal 
welfare. 
The Companion Animals Department 
provided information and assistance 
on a wide range of issues and problems 
to approximately 2,000 local humane 
societies and animal-control agencies 
during the year. In cooperation with the 
HSUS regional offices, the department 
held three sessions of its successful 
workshop, "Solving Animal Problems in 
The Humane Society 
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Your Community," which attracted almost 
300 people. The Animal Control Acade-
my conducted four two-week sessions 
for more than eighty local humane so-
ciety and animal-control-agency per-
sonnel and thirteen two-to-three-day 
training sessions for participants from 
more than twenty states. Shelter Sense, 
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ter and animal-control workers, reached 
almost 3,000 subscribers ten times a 
year with timely information on profes-
sional management topics. The HSUS 
accreditation program was in contact 
with seventy-five organizations and in-
dividuals interested in participating in 
this shelter-review process. Twenty-
two on-site evaluations were conduct-
ed by HSUS staff, and, at the end of 
1984, there were twenty accredited or-
ganizations. Companion animal staff 
provided legislative assistance at the 
federal level, including comments on 
pets-in-housing regulations for the 
Department of Housing and Urban De-
velopment. 
Membership and General 
Public Information 
The public relations department pro-
duced radio and television public ser-
vice announcements, held press con-
ferences on farm animal welfare and 
the American seal hunt, ran adver-
tisements in major national newspa-
pers and magazines on trapping and 
the seal hunt, and issued more than 
thirty press releases throughout the 
year. Our staff worked with the NBC 
Nightly News on special segments on 
the misuse of drugs in horse racing and 
the cruelty in puppy mills. We worked 
with Parade magazine on major stories 
on zoos and laboratory animals and 
The Wall Street Journal on stories 
about our investigations department 
and corporate responses to humane 
concerns. A PBS Frontline program on 
lab animals and a four-part Entertain-
ment Tonight series on the cruelties to 
animals in the entertainment industry 
featured HSUS professional staff. 
Program Services and 
Cruelty Investigations 
Investigators testified against the in-
troduction or for the regulation of horse 
and/or dog racing in eight states. The 
HSUS again provided information to 
the Criminal Justice Subcommittee of 
the U.S. House of Representatives on 
the "Corrupt Horse Racing Practices 
Act." Investigative staff met with rac-
ing officials at the American Horse 
Council convention to encourage them 
to support our efforts for federal con-
trol of drug regulations and assisted in 
the filing of a lawsuit in New Mexico to 
prevent the liberalization of that state's 
horse-drugging rules. HSUS investiga-
tors supplied expert assistance to offi-
cials in four states involved in combating 
dogfighting. We supplied information 
to CBS television on cockfighting cruelty 
which resulted in a story broadcast to 
five states in the southwest. We contin-
ued our long-standing campaign against 
puppy mills with television appear-
ances and an information booth at the 
American Kennel Club Centennial Show 
in Philadelphia. We received hundreds 
of letters requesting puppy mill infor-
mation as a result of these activities. 
We drafted a model state bill designed 
to regulate pet shops, private kennels, 
and commercial breeders and conducted 
workshops on investigative techniques 
at the Animal Control Academy, the Vir-
ginia Animal Control Officers workshop, 
and the Action for Life conference. HSUS 
investigators responded to almost 1,000 
letters concerning the transportation 
of livestock, the result of our Close-Up 
Report, and assisted in the preparation 
of a complete information packet on 
this issue. We assisted a Washington, 
D.C., television station with its under-
cover operation exposing violations of 
the Virginia pound seizure laws and as-
sisted Virginia humane officials with a 
three-state investigation involving the 
neglect of horses owned by a blood-
stock-investment company. We also sup-
plied numerous local organizations with 
information on cruelty associated with 
rodeos, animal-pulling contests, horse 
transportation, animal sacrifices, stolen 
pets, dog dealers, and carriage horses. 
Wildlife and the 
Environment 
The Wildlife Department played an 
important role in implementing the HSUS 
policy on protection of seals by petition-
ing the Commerce Department to list the 
North Pacific fur seal as a threatened 
species, attending meetings of the 
North Pacific Fur Seal Commission to 
oppose the hunt, and visiting the Pribi-
lof Islands to observe the hunt firsthand. 
The department's strategies to thwart 
hunting on the nation's wildlife refuges 
included protesting against opening new 
hunting programs on twenty-two ref-
uges; filing a lawsuit charging the Fish 
and Wildlife Service with violating laws 
governing the National Wildlife Refuge 
System; and opposing expansion of pow-
erboating in the Ruby Lake refuge. 
The department's staff helped for-
mulate HSUS objections to the Project 
WILD curriculum in conjunction with 
NAAHE. Staff testified in favor of H.R. 
1797, which would ban the use of the 
steel-jaw leghold trap, and placed an 
ad in a national newsweekly calling for 
public support for such a ban. We told 
a number of sweepstakes' sponsors and 
other corporations of our opposition to 
fur garments as novelties and prizes. 
As a result, a major contest-judging 
organization stopped recommending 
fur coats as prizes. 
We worked for a trapping ban in a 
number of national parks and saw a ban 
implemented in all but four of these 
areas. We undertook important legal 
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maneuvers to prevent hunting or trapping 
of elk in the Grand Teton National Park; 
deer in the Loxahatchee National Wild-
life Refuge and the Crane reservation in 
Massachusetts; and grey wolves in Min-
nesota. 
We joined a coalition of animal-wel-
fare/conservation groups to work for re-
authorization of the Endangered Spe-
cies Act and continued our work with 
local governments to control rabies and 
nuisance bird populations. 
HSUS captive wildlife specialists in-
spected more than thirty-five zoos, in-
cluding the Atlanta Zoo, in a case re-
ceiving national attention, and monitored 
conditions in other facilities in twenty-
two states. We personally inspected fa-
cilities of animal trainers, circuses, wild 
and exotic animal auctions, and novelty 
animal acts and counseled local offi-
cials, humane societies, and individuals 
in virtually every state on problems as-
sociated with these forms of animal ex-
ploitation. Our staff helped to arrange 
for the transfer to a private retirement 
facility of four former circus chimps 
sold to a laboratory and researched mod-
el legislation that would restrict private 
ownership of wild and exotic animals. 
The Institute for the 
Study of Animal Problems 
In 1984, the Institute published its new 
annual, Advances in Animal Welfare 
Science, distributed in paperback by The 
HSUS and in hardcover by Marti nus Nij-
hoff. The Institute continued to maintain 
and build its extensive documentation 
of health and welfare problems in farm 
animals raised under "factory farming" 
conditions. Institute director, Dr. Michael 
Fox, prepared a book dealing with these 
problems for the general public to be 
published in 1985. Institute staff took 
advantage of the growing interest in 
farm animal problems among animal-
welfare, producer, and consumer groups 
to form a network to share information 
on alternative farm animal production 
methods. The Institute's work on genetic 
engineering led to The HSUS's involve-
ment in a lawsuit to halt the transfer of 
human growth genes into animals, an 
action that received wide media atten-
tion. 
Litigation and Legal 
Services 
The General Counsel's Office served 
as a facilitator and legal advisor to a 
variety of HSUS campaigns, most nota-
bly, the on-going boycotts to pressure 
Japan and Norway to stop the slaugh-
ter of whales. 
The office prepared an extensive 
analysis of evidence on water-depriva-
tion experiments being conducted on 
cats by Florida State University. The 
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analysis was submitted to the state at-
torney for his use in deciding whether · 
to prosecute the university. The office 
also filed amicus curiae briefs in the 
supreme court of Georgia to bolster 
the constitutionality of that state's 
felony dogfighting statute and in the 
Minnesota court of appeals in a case 
challenging the state government's re-
fusal to regulate fur farms. At the re-
quest of a Fairfax County, Virginia, legis-
lator, staff prepared a legal opinion on 
the county's power to prohibit rodeos. 
The staff publicized and interpreted 
the latest rulings by the Internal Rev-
enue Service on humane society-oper-
ated veterinary clinics and the escalat-
ing legal maneuverings of organized 
veterinarians to suppress these clinics. 
Finally, the office assisted HSUS 
members and their attorneys in making 
arrangements to benefit animal welfare 
through bequests in their own wills. 
Regional Programs and 
Services 
New' Jersey's ban on the steel-jaw leg-
hold trap, a first in the nation, resulted 
from the efforts of The HSUS's Mid-At-
lantic Regional Office and others. Addi-
tion of an investigator offered Penn-
sylvania, Delaware, New York, and New 
Jersey increased shelter inspections, 
animal-control consultations, and pet 
shop investigations (including one case in 
which a pet shop owner was charged 
on more than 1 ,300 counts). Protests, 
such as that held annually at the Great 
Swamp refuge, remained an important 
way in which to focus media attention 
on animal issues. 
In New England, an anti-pound seizure 
law, with active HSUS support, passed in 
Massachusetts. Organization of a trapping 
coalition in Connecticut; action against a 
proposed moose hunt in New Hamp-
shire; and videotaping of zoo inspections 
throughout the region were other activ-
ities. 
In the Great Lakes Region, the HSUS 
investigator documented the problems 
with bunchers in eight different locales. 
As a result, four counties discontinued 
the selling of shelter and pound animals 
to animal dealers. Regional staff inves-
tigated animal-fighting activities and 
conditions in livestock auction barns 
and dealt with legislation on exotic pets, 
pound seizure, cat control, greyhound 
racing, and use of the decompression 
chamber. 
The director of the North Central of-
fice developed a training bulletin on 
dogfighting for the Chicago Police De-
partment and offered his many years 
of experience to local humane organi-
zations on the subjects of investigative 
techniques, dog racing, contract nego-
tiation, and pet population control. 
The Gulf States office participated in 
a large cockfight raid in Texas in which 
300 people were apprehended. It con-
tacted every important legislator in Louisi-
ana in support of increased penalties 
for dogfighting and assisted thirty-six 
animal facilities in twenty states with 
planning or remodeling animal-holding 
facilities. 
The Southeast office played an im-
portant role in an investigation of ani-
mals used in a psychology laboratory 
at Florida State University; performed 
inspections of almost fifty humane so-
ciety shelters and animal-control facil-
ities; and fought to keep Florida's fa-
mous band of wild monkeys at the Silver 
Springs park from being rounded up 
and sold off. A new project coordinator 
gave increased attention to legislative 
and educational issues. 
The West Coast office was actively 
involved in the arrest and prosecution 
of animal dealers in California and Ore-
gon. Intense efforts to halt illegal ani-
mal fighting resulted in a five-part raid 
on cockfighting premises in California. 
Staff members provided direct person-
al assistance to seventy-five different 
organizations in the five-state area and 
worked against bloodless bullfighting 
and pound seizure. 
Gifts to Other Societies 
Part of The HSUS's commitment to 
animal welfare takes the form of finan-
cial support for the endeavors of other 
organizations. We made a substantial 
contribution to the World Society for 
the Protection of Animals, which works 
aggressively to ease animal suffering 
around the globe. We also offered sup-
port to the LD50 Coalition; Agenda 
magazine; and Monitor, Inc., a consor-
tium of animal-welfare and conserva-
tion groups. 
Fund-raising 
The HSUS funds its programs and 
expands its membership through direct-
mail solicitations describing its efforts 
to combat animal abuse; public service 
announcements in national magazines; 
and Close-Up Reports. 
Special Projects 
The HSUS is the coproducer of its 
own television show, Pet Action Line. 
More than forty shows were produced 
in 1984 on topics such as pound seizure, 
factory farming, and puppy mills. The 
series was aired regularly on 162 public 
broadcasting stations across the coun-
try. 
To demonstrate our support for prod-
ucts and services that expressly reject 
exploitation of animals, The HSUS pro-
duced and made available the catalogue 
of My Brother's Keeper, a distributor of 
cruelty-free cosmetic and personal care 
products. 
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~DIVISION 
~REPORTS 
Animal Science and Philosophy Receive Institute Attention 
This spring, Institute for the 
Study of Animal Problems direc-
tor Dr. Michael Fox gave lectures 
at Texas Tech, in Lubbock, and at 
Colorado State University, in Fort 
Collins, on the ethics of animal ex-
ploitation and philosophy and the 
science of animal welfare. 
The Institute is collecting case 
histories of companion animals that 
have died or experienced problems 
after being treated with various 
pesticides to control fleas or after 
pesticides have been applied around 
the house and property. Anyone 
who has encountered such prob-
lems should send details (and any 
records taken by an attending veter-
inarian) to Ms. Ellen Truong, The 
Institute for the Study of Animal 
Problems, 2100 L Street, NW, 
Washington, DC 20037. 
The lawsuit in which The HSUS 
and the Institute challenge the 
U.S. Department of Agriculture's 
overall research program on selec-
tive breeding and genetic engi-
neering of farm animals is being 
strongly contested (see the Winter 
1985 HSUS News). USDA filed 
documents to support its conten-
tion that there is no case or cause 
NAAHE Recognizes Teacher of the Year 
This year, out of an impressive 
nationwide field of candidates, 
the National Association for the 
Advancement of Humane Educa-
tion (NAAHE) award committee 
has selected Kathryn Anderson as 
the Humane Education Teacher 
of the Year. 
Ms. Anderson is a second/third 
grade teacher at Battleground El-
ementary School in Lincolnton, 
North Carolina. Some of the ani-
mal-related topics she covers in-
clude zoo animals, farm animals, re-
sponsible pet ownership, whales and 
dolphins, birds, and dinosaurs. 
for holding hearings. Meanwhile, 
private industry is moving ahead 
to increase farm animals' feed ef-
ficiency and productivity by en-
deavoring to create new "trans· 
genic animals,'' such as giant pigs 
possessing cattle growth-regulat-
ing genes. A bio-technology cen-
ter is now being set up at Ohio 
University, in Athens, in collabo-
ration with Embryogen, Inc., a 
new firm participating in a state-
wide program to encourage coop-
eration between universities and 
industry in developing new tech-
nology. 
Ms. Anderson is a strong pro-
ponent of the use of humane edu-
cation as a means for motivating 
students to excel in traditional 
curriculum areas. She has found 
that animal-related activities, when 
blended with subjects such as math 
or writing, help to spark her stu-
dents' interest. 
NAAHE's teacher of the year, Kathryn Anderson, with students 
Ms. Anderson's principal, Jerry 
Payseur, presented her with the 
award at their school's annual 
honors ceremony in June. 
Beginning with the 1985-86 
school year, NAAHE will be mak-
ing some changes in its publica-
The Humane Society News • Summer 1985 
tions. Children & Animals (formerly 
Humane Education) has a new title 
and a new focus, with more hands-
on animal-related activities than 
ever before. We've added some new 
features and expanded some old 
favorites. Children & Animals has a 
new publishing schedule as well: Oc-
tober, December, February, and 
April. 
We are also expanding our pub-
lishing schedule for Kind News. 
Kind News I and II will be pub-
lished in September, November, 
January, March, and May. Kind 
News I is edited for students in 
grades one and two, Kind News II 
for students in grades three to six. 
21 
Earlier this year, The American 
Anti- Vivisection Society, American 
Humane Association, The American 
Society for the Prevention of Cruelty 
to Animals, Animal Protection Insti-
tute, Fund for Animals, The HSUS, 
International Society for Animal 
Rights, Massachusetts Society for the 
Prevention of Cruelty to Animals, 
Michigan Humane Society, The Na-
tional Anti- Vivisection Society, and 
New England Anti- Vivisection So-
ciety formed the National Coalition 
to Protect Our Pets (Pro-Pets). Its 
purpose is to combat the practice of 
releasing animals from shelters and 
animal-control facilities for research 
HSUS President John A. Hoyt was 
named chairman of the management 
committee, or board of directors, and 
Vice President Patricia Forkan and 
Director of Laboratory Animal Wel-
fare John McArdle were selected for 
the steering committee. Chosen as 
director was Dr. Michael A. Giannelli. 
Here, Dr. Giannelli describes the pur-
pose of the coalition and its goals. 
The past few years have seen a 
remarkable acceleration in the long-
standing controversy over animal re-
search. No specific issue within the 
debate has generated more heat, con-
fusion, and public concern than the 
practice of selling unclaimed animals 
from shelters to research institutions. 
This policy is ill-advised from several 
perspectives: animal control, scientific, 
economic, political, and ethical. 
The term "pound seizure" is often 
used as a generic label for this prac-
tice. Strictly speaking, this term on-
ly applies to the taking of pound or 
shelter animals by laboratories act-
ing with the sanction of state or lo-
cal laws. There is a great deal of di-
versity (and, occasionally, confusion) 
in the laws dealing with this issue. 
At the present time, nine states 
(Connecticut, Hawaii, Maine, Mas-
sachusetts, New Hampshire, New J er-
sey, Pennsylvania, Rhode Island, and 
Vermont) have state laws that pro-
hibit or prevent pound seizure. Six 
states (Iowa, Minnesota, Ohio, Okla-
homa, South Dakota, and Utah) re-
quire pound seizure. Six other states 
(Arizona, Michigan, North Carolina, 
Tennessee, Virginia, and Wisconsin) 
plus the District of Columbia have 
state laws permitting pound seizure. 
The remaining twenty-nine states 





BY THE POUND 
by Michael A. Giannelli. Ph.D. 
ence" in state law or "other." In 
these latter categories, it is general-
ly the case that policy concerning 
the disposition of unclaimed pound 
animals is left up to government au-
thorities at the local (e.g., city or 
county) level. 
The overall picture is made even 
more complex in view of the fact 
that the great majority of state laws 
that do prevent pound seizure only 
apply to unclaimed dogs, not to cats, 
and not to dogs that are voluntarily 
relinquished by their owners. 
Furthermore, no state presently 
prohibits the transfer of animals to 
laboratories from privately operated 
shelters; i.e., shelters that are not 
under municipal contract to perform 
animal-control functions as provided 
by state dog-control laws. To put it 
bluntly, the current situation is a 
mess. The National Coalition to Pro-
tect Our Pets (Pro-Pets) has dedicated 
itself to cleaning up this legislative 
jumble and to ending the sacrifice of 
pet animals in the name of science. 
There is a growing awareness that 
pound seizure undermines effective 
animal control and tarnishes public 
trust in the shelter system. Public 
confidence and cooperation is always 
important for any institution, but it 
is particularly crucial for animal shel-
ters. The great majority of animals ar-
riving at shelters are lost pets brought 
in by private citizens or unwanted 
pets relinquished by their owners. Rel-
atively few animals are impounded 
by animal-control officers. 
Webster's Dictionary defines "shel-
ter" as, "place or structure giving 
protection; that which covers or de-
fends; a place of refuge; asylum." 
Clearly, the concept of a shelter is 
synonymous with sanctuary. Animal 
shelters were established with some 
important and specific functions 
based upon the sanctuary model: to 
provide a temporary home for lost 
animals so that their owners might 
have an opportunity to find them; to 
afford abandoned or relinquished an-
imals some hope of being adopted in-
to a new family; and, as a last resort, 
a place where "unwanted" animals 
could receive humane euthanasia. 
Shelters are not, nor ever were in-
tended to be, warehouses for labora-
tories. Pound seizure thus consti-
tutes a distortion (or perversion, if 
you prefer) of the basic rationale for 
the existence of animal shelters. Many 
animal-control directors and offi-
cers have noted that a substantial 
percentage of the public will not 
take animals to shelter systems that 
sell to laboratories, preferring to 
"set them free" in the (misguided) 
hope that they will get "adopted" 
somehow. A more likely fate is death 
by starvation or disease or in traffic. 
Even worse, such abandoned animals 
may breed, thus contributing to the 
vicious cycle of pet overpopulation. 
Far from being a "solution" to this 
overpopulation tragedy, pound seizure 
compounds that problem, treats the 
tragedy as if it were a resource, and 
banks on it persisting. 
As part of our official policy state-
ment, Pro-Pets "will not advocate 
or condone, as an alternative [to 
shelter pets] the use of any other 
source, type, or species of animal.'' 
So-called purpose-bred animals are 
no less deserving of ethical consider-
ation than pet animals, but, from a 
strictly scientific perspective, it has 
long been recognized that there are 
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distinct disadvantages to using pound 
or shelter animals in research. Such 
animals are referred to as ''random 
source" because nothing is known 
about their medical histories, genetic 
makeup, or environmental backgrounds. 
These unknown and uncontrollable 
factors add undesirable variability 
to the experimental sample. To com-
pensate for this increased variabil-
ity, it is often necessary to use more 
shelter animals than would other-
wise be required. 
Principles published by animal-re-
search organizations themselves have 
spelled out the disadvantages of using 
random-source animals. In a recent 
legislative battle in California, 730 
professionals with doctorate degrees 
(M.D.s, D.V.M.s, Ph.D.s, etc.) signed 
statements reading, "Pound seizure 
is detrimental to sound research .. .is 
damaging to the good name of science 
... perpetuates inferior research." 
There are significant scientific prob-
lems in the use of any so-called ani-
mal models when used to predict hu-
man experience. The use of shelter 
pets is particularly problematic. Pro-
Pets is definitely not anti-science, 
but we feel that easy access to shelter 
pets is a major impediment to devel-
opment of modern scientific proce-
dures that do not require the exploi-
tation of animals. 
Pound animals are considerably 
cheaper in initial purchase price 
than so-called purpose-bred ani-
mals, but this is really false economy. 
Before the typical pound animal can 
be used for research, it must under-
go costly conditioning for two weeks 
to a month or more. This necessi-
tates an expenditure of money, man-
power, and resources which adds up 
quickly. 
Another economic disadvantage re-
sults from the relatively inferior health 
status of many pound animals. They 
run serious risks of becoming sick 
and/or dying prematurely. Such un-
planned disease or mortality may pre-
sent costly delays in research proj-
ects. Yet another economic liability 
of pound animals stems from the 
previously mentioned need to use 
more of them. More animals trans-
lates into more demands on person-
nel time and more expenditure of 
laboratory resources. 
From the standpoint of animal-
control agencies, the income derived 
from the sale of pound animals to 
research is typically very small. In-
deed, some animal-control profes-
sionals contend that, overall, pound 
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seizure results in a net loss of 
revenue for three major reasons: re-
duced public cooperation necessitates 
more work by animal-control per-
sonnel to round up stray animals; 
some animals which might other-
wise have been brought into the 
shelter by private citizens are turned 
loose and breed, eventually resulting 
in more work for animal-control of-
ficers; and many volunteer humane 
organizations will not donate their 
valuable services to agencies that 
sell to laboratories, thus putting an-
other economic burden back on the 
agencies. 
Advocates of pound seizure al-
ways claim that they don't take 
"pet" animals, strictly unwanted 
strays. In truth, researchers are only 
interested in shelter animals that 
appear to be healthy and friendly. 
They never take obviously diseased 
or feral animals back to the laborato-
ries. Thus, the very selection process 
virtually guarantees that only pet 
animals will be taken. Incidentally, 
in our view, pets that are lost, aban-
doned, or otherwise separated from 
their owners do not cease to be pets. 
Dr. Michael Giannelli 
Researchers try to justify their ac-
tion by saying that unclaimed ani-
mals will "die anyway." We are all 
going to die, but, obviously, there is 
a major difference in the quality of 
death between humane euthanasia 
at the shelter and death in a labora-
tory, which may not come until after 
a long period of stress and suffering. 
Unfortunately, the research commu-
nity continues to reissue flagrantly 
false reassurances that laboratory an-
imals receive "humane" treatment. 
While all animals are capable of suf-
fering, pets are particularly vulner-
able. Accustomed, in most instances 
to personal care and relative freedom, 
these animals psychologically suffer 
a great deal under the harsh demands 
and confines of a laboratory envi-
ronment. 
Pound seizure is not just a pet is-
sue, it is a people issue as well. We 
consider it highly immoral to force 
pet owners to live with the anxiety 
that, if they lost their beloved pet 
(which could happen for a multitude 
of reasons), the pet could be sold as a 
laboratory "specimen." Most bio-
medical research is paid for via fed-
eral tax money. As an important block 
of taxpayers, pet owners are entitled 
to have a major say in determining 
policy regarding laboratory animals. 
The birth of Pro-Pets should come 
as a welcome breakthrough to every-
one concerned with these issues. As 
a democratically governed coalition 
of animal-protection organizations, 
Pro-Pets is unique in concept, oper-
ation, and focus. As indicated in our 
official policy statement: "The goal 
of the National Coalition to Protect 
Our Pets, Incorporated, is to seek leg-
islation which will prohibit, with crimi-
nal penalties, the use and/or procure-
ment of public and private shelter 
animals or other pets for all scientific 
purposes including, but not limited 
to, research, experimentation, test-
ing, teaching and demonstration, ex-
cept in the course of diagnosis or 
treatment necessary for the well-being 
of the animal. The coalition will not 
advocate or condone, as an alterna-
tive, the use of any other source, 
type, or species of animal.'' 
Common sense (and political reali-
ty) must eventually prevail in this 
debate. We find it preposterous that 
defenders of pound seizure are, in ef-
fect, claiming that medical research 
will be crippled if society respon-
sibly solves the pet overpopulation 
problem- a problem that everyone 
acknowledges to be a social evil. 
The bottom line for most people is 
to ask themselves one simple ques-
tion: "If I lost my pet and couldn't 
find him, would I want my pet sold 
to a laboratory?" For the vast ma-
jority of pet owners, the obvious an-
swer would be, "No!" One of the 
tasks for Pro-Pets is to make people 
realize that, if they feel this way, 
they should empathize with other 
pet owners and say "No" on behalf 
of other people's pets as well. Pets 





1985 Annual Conference 
of The Humane Society of the United States 
October 16-19, 1985 
Hyatt Regency Woodfield 
Schaumburg, Illinois 
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It may be mid-summer across the country, but our thoughts have turned 
to October and our annual conference. For months, the HSUS staff has 
been preparing a program designed to challenge and excite animal-
welfare neophytes and veterans alike. 
This year, the conference opens with a day-long symposium, 
"Perspectives on the Care and Utilization of Companion Animals," 
focusing our attention on advances in animal-welfare, animal-control, 
scientific, veterinary, and philosophical perspectives. 
The conference program itself offers ways of translating the abstract 
concepts of animal welfare into concrete strategies for living. Addresses 
by Dr. Michael Fox, keynote speaker, Dr. Randall Lockwood, and 
Dr. Michael Giannelli will articulate some of these strategies, as will a 
special Friday forum featuring representatives of animal-welfare groups 
within professional associations. The three afternoons of workshops and 
presentation of the 1985 Joseph Wood Krutch award at Saturday's 
banquet are not to be missed. 
Our 1985 conference site, immediately outside Chicago, Illinois, provides 
a convenient, centrally located meeting place for participants from all 
over the country. 
Plan to join us in October, won't you? 
Hyatt Regency Woodfield room rates for the 
conference are: single, $56; double, $62. 
Travel Note 
Special arrangements have been made with United Airlines to offer HSUS 
conferees discounts for travel to and from Chicago from October 13 through 
October 23, 1985. To obtain a twenty-five percent discount from the normal coach 
fare with no minimum stay restrictions or a ten percent discount from the 
easy-saver fare with a Saturday night stay required, call United toll-free at 
800-521-4041, Monday through Friday, 8:30a.m. to 8:00p.m. ET and give the 
agent the HSUS account number, 557-F. Seats are limited, so call early for best 
selection. 
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Sharing a year's experiences is an integral part of every annual conference. Resource specialist Carroll Thrift explains how 
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TUESDAY, OCTOBER 15 
7:30 p.m.-9:00 p.m. 
Registration 
WEDNESDAY, OCTOBER 16 
Perspectives on the Care and 
Utilization of Companion Animals 





John A. Hoyt, HSUS president 
9:15a.m. 
Spay and Neuter Clinics: Where 
Would We Be Without Them? 
Phyllis Wright, HSUS vice 
president for Companion 
Animals 
9:45a.m. 
The Ethical Case for Humane 
Society-sponsored Health and 
Welfare Care 
David Wills, executive director, 




View from the Veterinary 
Profession 
Jacob E. Mosier, past 
president, American Veterinary 
Medical Association 
Alton F. Hopkins, president-
elect, American Veterinary 
Medical Association 
11:15 a.m. 
Questions and Answers 
Moderator: John A. Hoyt 
12:00 p.m. 
Lunch (on your own) 
1:30 p.m. 
The Case for Animal-
facilitated Therapy 
Phil Arkow, executive 
secretary, National Animal 
Control Association 
2:00p.m. 
Use and Abuse of Animals in 
Therapy Programs 
Dr. Bernie Rollin, professor of 
philosophy, Colorado State 
University 
2:30p.m. 
Questions and Answers 




Common Objectives of Animal 
Control Agencies and Humane 
Societies 
Dr. Andrew Rowan, assistant 
dean for new programs, Tufts 
University 
4:00p.m. 
A Blueprint for Cooperative 
Action 
Eric Blow, president, National 
Animal Control Association 
4:30p.m. 
Wrap-up 
Moderator: John A. Hoyt 
WEDNESDAY, OCTOBER 16 
Annual Conference Program 
4:00 p.m.-6:30 p.m. 
Registration 
8:00p.m. 
Get Acquainted Social/ 
Cash Bar 
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North Central Regional Director Frantz Dantzler will HSUS Vice President Patrick Parkes and board member Cherie Mason 
take part in workshops on video equipment and cruelty renew acquaintances. 
investigations. 





Amy Freeman Lee, program 
moderator 
Coleman Burke, chairman, 
Board of Directors 
John A. Hoyt, president 
9:30a.m. 
Keynote Address 






Dr. Michael Giannelli, director, 
National Coalition to Protect 
Our Pets (Pro-Pets) 
Noon-2:00 p.m. 
Book Sale 
1:30 p.m.-3:30 p.m. 
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Workshops 
1. Making Choices: Ideas for a 
More Humane Life-Style 
Stacy Wyman, Drs. Michael 
W. Fox and John McArdle 
2. Newsletters: Improving Their 
Look and Content 
Deborah Salem 
3. Cruelty Investigation: Taking 
Custody of Abused Animals 
Frantz Dantzler, Eric Sakach, 
Kurt Lapham 
4. Wild and Exotic Pets: 
Problems for People and 
Animals 
Nancy Blaney 
5. Animal Euthanasia: Coping 




3:45 p.m.-5:00 p.m. 
Workshops 
1. Making Choices: Ideas for a 
More Humane Life-Style 
(continuation) 
Stacy Wyman, Drs. Michael 
W. Fox and John Grandy, 
Guy Hodge 
2. Video Equipment: 
A Helpful Tool 
John Dommers, 
Frantz Dantzler 
3. Humane Education: 
Techniques That Work! 
Patty Finch, Vicki Parker 
4. Pound Seizure: Fighting It 
Effectively 
Drs. Michael Giannelli and 
John McArdle 
5. Horse and Dog Racing 
Abuses: Seeking Solutions 









Dr. Randall Lockwood, director, 





Joyce Tischler, Animal Legal 
Defense Fund 
Dr. Neil Wolff, Veterinarians for 
Animal Welfare 
Dr. Kenneth J. Shapiro, PsyETA 
Noon-2:00 p.m. 
Book Sale 
1:30 p.m.-3:30 p.m. 
Workshops 
1. Farm Animal Welfare 
Reforms 
Dr. Michael W. Fox 
2. Wildlife Refuges: Attacking 
"Management" Issues 
Dr. John Grandy 
3. Professional Evaluation and 
Training Services (PETS): 




4. Alternatives to Traditional 
Uses of Laboratory Animals 
Drs. John McArdle and 
Randall Lockwood, Patty 
Finch 
5. Lobbying and Political 
Activities: Avoiding Legal 





3:45 p.m.-5:00 p.m. 
Workshops 
1. Higher Education: 
Influencing Faculty and 
Students 
Dr. Randall Lockwood 
2. Project WILD: Countering 
Biases and Inaccuracies 
Patty Finch, Vicki Parker 
3. Publicity: What Makes a 
Story Newsworthy? 
Kathy Bauch 
4. Creating Campaigns: Putting 
Ideas into Action 
Stacy Wyman 
5. Animal Auctions: 
Commercialized Cruelty 
Nancy Blaney, Robert Baker 
8:00p.m. 
Feature Film 
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Bill Smith leads a session on coping with 
euthanasia. 
SATURDAY, OCTOBER 19 
9:30a.m. 
Annual Membership Meeting 




Elections Committee Report 






1. Alternatives to Animal Events 
Paul Miller, William Meade, 
John Dommers 
2. ABCs of a State Legislative 
Campaign 
Ann Church 
3. Basic Management: How 
Staff and Boards Can Work 
Together 
Carroll Thrift 
4. Computers: What Can They 
Do for You? 
Dr. Randall Lockwood 
5. Non-Game Wildlife 
Management: Influencing 
State Policies 





John A. Hoyt, master of 
ceremonies 
Presentation of Certificates of 
Appreciation 
Presentation of Joseph Wood 
Krutch Medals 
Adjournment of Conference 
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REGISTRATION FORM 
1985 Annual Conference 
The Humane Society 
of the United States 
Complete and return this form with payment to 




City--------------------------- State ___ Zip ____ _ 
Cost 
Please Check Per Person Total 
Entire HSUS Annual Conference 
Oct. 17-19 ...................................... $50 $ 
Includes general sessions, workshops, and banquet. 
(Select meal and indicate number of people.) 
Vegetarian Non-Vegetarian 
Registration Fee Per Day 
Thursday, Oct. 17 ................................ $20 $ 
Friday, Oct. 18 .................................. $20 $ 
Saturday, Oct. 19 ................................ $10 $ 
(Banquet not included) 
Banquet Only, Saturday Evening ................... $20 $ 
(Select meal and indicate number of people.) 
Vegetarian Non-Vegetarian 
Companion Animals Symposium 
Wednesday, Oct. 16 .............................. $10 $ 
(Make checks payable to The HSUS; U.S. 
funds only. Cancellation fee of $10 will be Total 
charged after Thursday, October 10.) enclosed $ 
A hotel registration form will be mailed upon receipt of this form. You must 
make reservations directly with the hotel prior to Monday, Sept. 23, 1985. 
If registration is for more than one person, please list additional names. 
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CITES: 
A Good Year 
This spring, animal-welfare ad-
vocates, conservation organizations, 
representatives of the fur industry 
and pet trade, and representatives 
from sixty-seven governments met 
in Buenos Aires, Argentina, to de-
termine the fate of millions of wild 
animals. This meeting, the Fifth Bi-
annual Conference of the Parties to 
the Convention on International Trade 
in Endangered Species of Wild Fauna 
and Flora (CITES), was a battle-
ground where trophy hunters, fur-
riers, exotic pet traders, and other 
destructive exploitative interests 
joined forces to limit restrictions 
placed on trade in the world's be-
leaguered animals. Opposing this 
group were many nations together 
with a loose coalition of animal-wel-
fare and conservation organizations 
from around the world. I represent-
ed The HSUS and the Monitor Con-
sortium of Conservation and Ani-
mal-Welfare Organizations. 
CITES is an international treaty 
designed to protect animals and 
plants worldwide from the ravages 
of exploitation for international 
trade. More than eighty-five na-
tions, including the United States, 
now belong. CITES has provided 
much needed protection to numer-
ous species, most notably the big 
cats of the world, as well as alliga-
tors and crocodilians, birds of prey, 
parrots, elephants, and rhinosceros. 
In the early years of the treaty, the 
United States government showed a 
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by Dr. John W. Grandy 
strong commitment toward protec-
tion and preservation of animals in 
trade. However, beginning in the 
early 1980s, the U.S. government 
began favoring increased exploita-
tion of wildlife. Unfortunately, other 
nations took a more exploitative at-
titude as well, in part because of 
United States "leadership." Also, 
the secretariat of CITES, that group 
which conducts the day-to-day ad-
ministrative operations, has, in re-
cent years, seemed to become much 
more favorably disposed toward in-
creasing exploitation instead of pro-
tection. Thus, as we gathered in 
Buenos Aires, we were very con-
cerned about the attitude of the 
United States government and the 
chances of providing or continuing 
needed protection for wildlife. 
Frankly, the stage could not have 
been set more perfectly for a disas-
ter in wildlife protection. The Ameri-
can Fur Resources Institute and the 
pet industry were heavily represent-
ed. Wildlife Coalition International, 
a new group seemingly dedicated to 
furthering trade in and ownership of 
exotic animals, the Fur Traders of 
America, and the Wildlife Legisla-
tive Fund of America, dedicated to 
increasing sport hunting and trap-
ping, were joined by organizations 
dedicated to big game hunting 
throughout the world, the Inter-
national Fur Trade Federation, the 
Cayman Turtle Farmers, and the Ca-
nadian Sealers Association. These 
organizations sent representatives 
primarily because the business of 
CITES-protecting threatened, en-
dangered, and beleaguered species-
can have a substantial impact on the 
incomes that these organizations and 
their constituents derive from exploit-
ing wildlife. 
To counteract the efforts of the ex-
ploiters, nongovernmental organiza-
tions such as The HSUS, the Royal 
Society for the Protection of Birds, 
the Wild Bird Society of Japan, the 
Fundacion Vida Silvestre Argentina, 
the Environmental Investigation 
Agency, I KARE, the Animal Welfare 
Institute, and many others banned 
together in a loose coalition to pro-
vide information on needed animal 
protection to delegates. 
The good news is we were more 
successful than any of us expected. 
Major accomplishments at the meet-
ing were: 
• proposals to remove protection 
from some primates were withdrawn 
so these species remain protected; 
• proposals to increase the ex-
ploitation of endangered or threat-
ened sea turtles were soundly de-
feated; 
• the North American gyrfalcon 
was listed as endangered as a result 
of the increasing illegal trade in that 
species for falconry; 
• significant protection was pro-
vided for the great green macaw and 
the scarlet macaw, the latter's par-
ticularly important since it has be-
come increasingly popular as a pet; 
• a resolution was passed that pro-
vided increased protection for the 
most endangered species; and 
• a resolution was passed that 
made stockpiling of skins and other 
products of protected animals un-
profitable, thereby increasing pro-
tection for these animals. 
But all was not victory. Proposals 
to provide protection for hooded 
seals and narwhals, among others, 
were defeated. While the losses on 
these initiatives were distressing, 
thankfully, the results of the meet-
ing were far better than many of us 
had had reason to believe. 
Dr. John W. Grandy is The HSUS's 
vice president for wildlife and envi-
ronment and holds elective office as 
president of the Monitor Consortium 
of Conservation and Animal-Welfare 
Organizations. He helped to negoti-
ate CITES in 1973 and has attended 
every meeting since 1977. 




Succeeds in House 
The House of Representatives 
held hearings on the reauthoriza-
tion of the Endangered Species 
Act in May. The present version 
of the act expires in October, and 
The HSUS, as part of the Endan-
gered Species Act Reauthorization 
Coalition (ESARC), has been work-
ing for the passage of a strong law 
to replace it (see the Spring 1985 
HSUS News). 
Thanks to E SARC and all of 
you who wrote letters, the house 
bill contains additional protection 
for candidate species (those in 
danger but not yet formally listed 
as "endangered" or "threatened") 
and increased funding for endan-
Appropriations Update 
The HSUS has been active again 
this spring in the annual appropri-
ations battles on Capitol Hill. The 
house and senate appropriations 
committees hold the purse strings 
for all federally funded programs, 
from biomedical research to the 
annual seal slaughter on the Prib-
ilof Islands. Since taxpayers' money 
is used for so many programs that 
hurt animals, our presence is es-
pecially vital in these committees. 
In the wake of President Rea-
gan's disastrous proposal to elim-
inate enforcement of the Animal 
Welfare Act (A W A), HSUS Di-
rector of Laboratory Animal Wel-
fare John E. McArdle presented 
testimony to the house and senate 
agriculture appropriations subcom-
mittees in support of restored fund-
ing at a level that would allow the 
Animal and Plant Health Inspec-
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gered species programs at the fed-
eral and state levels. 
The Senate held hearings in 
April but has as yet taken no ac-
tion on its bill. An additional 
hearing will be held in Montana in 
early July to investigate the issue 
of hunting the threatened grizzly 
bear (Montana currently holds a 
sport hunt on the grizzly, the only 
state to do so). This hearing may 
result in an amendment that weak-
ens protection and allows sport 
hunting, not only for the grizzly 
but for other threatened species 
as well. Please write your sena-
tors and express your opposition 
to any weakening of protection 
for threatened species and your 
support for increased funding for 
endangered species programs. 
tion Service to conduct inspections 
of laboratories, zoos, circuses, and 
puppy mills. 
You may contact the following 
subcommittee chairmen to express 
your views on federal spending on 
enforcement of the A W A: 
The Hon. Jamie L. Whitten, Chair-
man, Agriculture Appropriations 
Subcommittee, U.S. House of Repre 
sentatives, Washington, DC 20515; 
The Hon. Thad Cochran, Chair-
man, Agriculture Appropriations 
Subcommittee, United States Sen-
ate, Washington, DC 20510. 
Dr. McArdle also offered testi-
mony before the house and senate 
labor/HHS appropriations subcom-
mittees, asking that no federal 
funding be allowed to 1) purchase 
or use random-source animals in 
biomedical research and 2) contin-
ue the cruel and wasteful head-
trauma experiments at the Univer-
sity of Pennsylvania. 
Lab Animal Flash! 
At press time, legislation that 
would amend the Animal Welfare 
Act and provide improved condi-
tions for laboratory animals was 
being introduced in the House of 
Representatives by Congressman 
George Brown, Jr., of California. 
Essentially an updated version 
of last session's "Brown bill," H.R. 
2653 would require every research 
facility in the country to establish 
an animal-care committee to over-
see research procedures. Such a com-
mittee would include a veterinarian, 
as well as an outside member who 
would represent humane concerns. 
In addition, the new measure 
would require that standards stip-
ulating proper care, treatment, and 
practices during experimentation 
be established to minimize the pain 
and distress experienced by labo-
ratory animals. 
Unlike last session's bill, H.R. 
2653 specifies increased fines for 
researchers who violate the Animal 
Welfare Act. This important stip-
ulation could prevent a great deal 
of suffering. 
You can help this critical legis-
lation along its way by writing 
your own congressman and asking 
him to cosponsor it and to urge 
him to vote for H.R. 2653. 




... Try, Try Again 
It is said in Washington that 
one can expect to work at least 
five years before getting any leg-
islation passed and enacted (signed 
by the president) because of the 
twists and turns inherent in the 
legislative process. Such is the case 
of the authorization for the National 
Institutes of Health (NIH). 
After an arduous conference pro-
cess on house and senate versions, 
this authorization, which contains 
animal-welfare amendments spon-
sored by Rep. Doug Walgren of 
Pennsylvania, was passed by Con-
gress only to be vetoed by Presi-
dent Reagan in October of 1984. 
The Walgren amendments re-
quire every federally funded re-
search facility to set up an animal-
care committee that must include 
a veterinarian and an outside mem-
ber representing animal-welfare 
interests. This committee must con-
"Omnibus" Runs Over 
Wild Horses 
The final curtain is falling quickly 
for wild horses and burros. West-
ern senators, with cattlemen's in-
terests in mind, appropriated nearly 
$17 million for the roundup and 
removal of more than 17,000 wild 
horses and burros from public 
lands last November (see the Win-
ter 1985 HSUS News). 
Now, with the roundup under-
way, Congress is pulling another 
legislative maneuver that will au-
thorize the sale of these animals 
for commercial purposes. Once sold 
at auction, wild horses and burros 
will be shipped to slaughterhouses, 
where they'll be shot and butch-
ered for pet food. 
Much to the delight of western 
cattle ranchers, the house and sen-
ate subcommittees on public lands 
have buried provisions that will 
duct on-site inspections and re-
port violations of the Animal W el-
fare Act. If these violations are not 
corrected, the facility could lose 
its funding. 
The Walgren amendments also 
require each facility to provide in-
struction in humane practices of an-
imal care and in research methods 
that minimize the use of animals. 
In order to foster use of possible 
alternatives and reduce duplica-
tion, all applications for NIH grant 
money would also have to include a 
statement of the reasons for using 
animals in the research project. 
On May 15, 1985, the House Com-
mittee on Energy and Commerce 
passed H.R. 2409, this year's ver-
sion of the NIH authorization, thus 
clearing the way for a floor vote 
by the entire House of Represen-
tatives. The Senate must also act 
on its version of this legislation. 
The HSUS is hoping for anoth-
er speedy conference agreement 
strip away all wild horse and bur-
ro protections in an "omnibus" bill. 
This single piece of legislation 
deals with many related public land 
issues. 
While an omnibus bill may be 
an efficient way for Capitol Hill to 
tackle public lands issues, it spells 
certain death for thousands of horses 
and burros. HSUS members must 
now write to the members of the 
house and senate public lands sub-
committees voicing opposition to 
the commercial sale of wild horses 
and burros. If your representative 
or senators are on either subcom-
mittee listed below, contact them 
and explain that the anti-wild horse 
provisions must be removed from 
the omnibus public lands bill. 
Senate Subcommittee 
on Public Lands 
Jeff Bingaman (NM), Bill Bradley 
(NJ), Dale Bumpers (AR), Pete V. 
after both the House and Senate 
vote on this bill. If President Rea-
gan should again veto the NIH au-
thorization, either the House or 
the Senate may vote to override 
his decision, making the Walgren 
provisions law. 
The House Committee on En-
ergy and Commerce also passed 
H.R. 2410, the 1985 version of the 
Manpower Act, which extends med-
icalloan programs, authorizes fund-
ing for community health centers 
for the poor, and contains an im-
portant provision to help labora-
tory animals. 
An amendment sponsored by 
Rep. Bill Green of New York es-
tablished, for the first time, the 
field of laboratory animal care, 
use, and alternatives as an impor-
tant area of training eligible for 
federal funding. 
The HSUS will be following the 
progress of both these bills. 
Domenici (NM), Mark 0. Hatfield 
(OR), Chic Hecht (NV), John Mel-
cher (MT), Frank H. Murkowski 
(AK), Malcolm Wallop (WY), Low-
ell P. Weicker, Jr. (CT). 
House Subcommittee on 
Public Lands 
Ben Garrido Blaz (GU), Richard 
B. Cheney (WY), Larry E. Craig 
(ID), George (Buddy) Darden (GA), 
Ron de Lugo (VI), Bill Emerson 
(MO), Jaime B. Fuster (PR), James 
V. Hansen (UT), Peter H. Kostmay-
er (PA), Robert J. Lagomarsino 
(CA), Richard H. Lehman (CA), Mel-
don E. Levine (CA), Edward J. 
Markey (MA), Ron Marlenee (MO), 
Jim Moody (WI), William B. Rich-
ardson (NM), John F. Seiberling, 
(OH), Michael L. Strang (CO), Fofo 
I.F. Sunia (Am. Samoa), Bruce F. 
Vento (MN), Barbara Vucanovich 
(NV), Jim Weaver (OR). 
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Rep. Charlie Rose 
New and Reintroduced 
Legislation 
The HSUS supports: 
• The Information Dissemination 
and Research Accountability Act, 
reintroduced into the ninety-ninth 
Congress by Rep. Robert G. Tor-
ricelli of New Jersey. The legisla-
tion, known as H.R. 1145, contains 
the same language as the bill Rep. 
Torricelli sponsored in the last 
session. H.R. 1145 would establish 
a National Center for Research Ac-
countability that would conduct 
full-text literature searches of pre-
viously completed research to en-
sure that newly proposed research 
involving live animals is not dupli-
Thank You, Rep. Rose 
Once in a blue moon, a member 
of Congress goes out of his way 
to help animals under conditions 
that make his efforts especially 
noble. This has been true in seve-
ral instances with Rep. Charlie 
Rose of North Carolina, a member 
of the House Committee on Agri-
culture. In May of 1984, Rep. Rose 
offered an amendment to the Armed 
Services Authorization to stop the 
killing of animals at Department 
of Defense wound laboratories, 
even though one of the laborato-
ries is in Fort Bragg, part of his 
district. In 1984, Rep. Rose offered 
moving testimony before the House 
Agriculture Committee in support 
of the "Brown bill," amendments 
to the A W A to improve standards 
for laboratory animals. 
In March, in the House Agricul-
ture Committee's recommenda-
tions to the budget committee, 
cative. If a research proposal was 
found to be repetitive, research mon-
ies would not be granted. 
• Legislation to end the use of 
LD-50 testing was introduced by 
Rep. Barbara Boxer of California. 
H.R. 1877 promotes the use of non-
animal subjects in product testing. 
• H.R. 1809, legislation banning 
the use of the steel-jaw leghold 
trap in the United States, has been 
reintroduced by Rep. Tom Lantos 
of California. 
• New legislation calling for an 
end to the sub-therapeutic use of 
penicillin and tetracycline in food 
animals has been sponsored by 
Rep. Jim Weaver of Oregon. H.R. 
616 would drastically reduce the 
amount of drugs found in animal 
feed and, consequently, ingested by 
humans consuming meat products. 
Rep. Rose was the sole congres-
sional spokesman on behalf of fully 
restored funding for enforcement of 
the A W A. In May, he sponsored a 
showing in the House of the tapes 
of head-trauma experiments at the 
University of Pennsylvania and 
testified before the House Labor/ 
HHS Appropriations Subcommit-
tee, urging that the university be 
given no more federal funding to 
conduct these cruel experiments. 
The HSUS also thanks: 
Sens. Carl Levin of Michigan 
and Bob Packwood of Oregon, for 
organizing and marshaling a group 
of forty-four senators opposed to 
re-ratification of the North Pacific 
Fur Seal Treaty. 
Rep. Don Honker of Washington, 
for introducing an amendment to 
the Fisheries and Conservation Man-
agement Act to discourage foreign 
fishing fleets from pelagic killing 
of seals and other marine wildlife. 
The HSUS opposes: 
" H.R. 883, legislation to prohibit 
harassment of hunters, reintro-
duced by Rep. Ron Marlenee of 
Montana. The bill contains provi-
sions for criminal prosecution of 
anti-hunting individuals and/or 
groups found to be disrupting a 
hunters' camp by making noise or 
knowingly distributing human or 
predator scents on bushes, trees, 
and grasses to frighten animals 
away from the area. 
• H.R. 103 has been reintroduced 
by Rep. Bill Emerson of Missouri. 
It would allow trapping in the 
Ozark National Scenic Riverways 
area. H.R. 103 would violate the 
National Park Service Organic Act 
of 1916, which requires that wild-
life be protected within the National 
Park System. 
Any member of the Senate may be reached c/o The U.S. Senate, Washington, DC 20510. 
Any representative may be reached c/o The House of Representatives, Washington, DC 20515. 
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Gulf States 
Texas Ups and Downs 
After a year of promises, The 
HSUS was disappointed in Texas 
Governor Mark White's failure to 
propose legislation that would 
prevent another Falls County horse-
starvation disaster in that state. 
The Gulf States Regional Office 
worked with other humane groups 
throughout 1984 to draft three 
bills to strengthen the Texas anti-
cruelty statutes that made prose-
cution impossible in the Falls Coun-
ty case. The search is now on_ for 
other legislators to take up the fight 
for this much needed legislation. 
Texas animal protectionists have 
been busy this spring opposing a 
hunter harassment bill (S.B. 99) 
and bills to legalize horse and dog 
racing (H.B. 44., S.B. 313, and H.B. 
722) and supporting a steel-jaw 
trap ban (H.B. 2327). Gulf States 
Regional Director Bill Meade tes-
tified in favor of the trap ban be-
fore the state's house committee 
this spring. We urge all Texas HSUS 
members to make their positions 
on these bills known to their rep-
resentatives. 
Good Moves 
In Oklahoma, H.B. 1190, which 
would require shelters to spay or 
neuter all adopted animals, has 
passed the full House and is on its 
way to the Senate Human Resources 
Committee. Bills to outlaw cock-
fighting (S.B. 201) and prohibit 
pound seizure (H.B. 1231) are re-
ceiving active HSUS support. 
WILD Southwest 
The HSUS regional office has 
contacted the Texas Parks and 
Wildlife Department and urged it 
not to use Project WILD in the 
state school system (see the Presi-
dent's Perspective in this issue). 
We plan to oppose this controver-
sial program unless appropriate 
balancing materials are used as 
well. 
New England 
New Hampshire Triumph 
One of the highlights of the 
1985 legislative season in New 
England was the passage in New 
Hampshire of H. 73. This act pro-
hibiting cruelty to live vertebrate 
animals in elementary and secon-
dary school science classes and 
science fairs was signed into law 
on April 23, 1985. 
The bill, introduced by Rep. Wil-
liam Riley, the brother-in-law of 
Rear Admiral (ret.) James C. Shaw, 
a former HSUS New England re-
Great Lakes 
"Coping" at Academy 
Another very successful Animal 
Control Academy, sponsored by 
the Great Lakes Regional Office, 
was held on May 13 through 24. 
Twenty-nine students, including 
one each from Alaska and Japan, 
attended. 
This session included a special 
section on "Coping with Euthana-
sia,'' a topic frequently requested by 
animal-control personnel faced with 
the burden of destroying animals. 
W.Va. Workshop 
Nearly fifty West Virginia hu-
mane society workers, animal-con-
trol personnel, and individual hu-
manitarians met in late March for 
a workshop on "Solving Animal 
Problems in West Virginia." 
The workshop, hosted by the Hun-
tington-Cabell-Wayne Animal-
Control Shelter, dealt with the issues 
of animal sheltering, pound seizure, 
and legislation. HSUS staff mem-
bers Phyllis Wright, John McArdle, 
and Sandy Rowland led the sessions. 
Also discussed was the possibil-
ity of revitalizing the West Virginia 
gional director, benefited from testi-
mony overwhelmingly favorable. 
William DeRosa, research associ-
ate for the National Association 
for the Advancement of Humane 
Education and John J. Dommers, 
HSUS New England regional di-
rector, were among the many indi-
viduals who testified in favor of 
the bill at its first and second hear-
ings. 
The New Hampshire Animal 
Rights League has actively pro-
moted a similar bill for the past 
six years and can be credited with 
laying the groundwork for the leg-
islation. 
Plans to introduce similar legis-
lation in the four other New Eng-
land states are being organized. 
Federation of Humane Societies. 
Participants decided to meet again 
at a later date to discuss the de-
tails. 
Busy Spring 
Legislative activities have dom-
inated Regional Director Sandy 
Rowland's spring activities. She 
testified throughout the region on 
greyhound racing, leghold trapping, 
Sunday hunting, coyote bounties, 
differential licensing, and dog-
fighting. The regional office has 
carefully followed the progress-
or lack of it-of every piece of leg-
islation that might have an im-
pact on animals in the four-state 
area. Indiana passed a law to up-
date its anti-cruelty statute and 
held off a bill that would have de-
clared open season on coyotes. Il-
linois continues to consider legis-
lation that would allow cities and 
counties to ban the steel-jaw leg-
hold trap. 
Michigan humanitarians are mar-
shalling their forces to prohibit 
pound seizure statewide. 
In Ohio, The HSUS is support-
ing legislation to allow differential 
licensing, set standards for shel-
ters and pet shops, repeal pound sei-
zure, and control ownership of ex-
otic pets. 
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West Coast 
Knudsen Gets Six Months 
In April, research animal dealer 
Henry "Bud" Knudsen was sen-
tenced to six months in jail, fined 
$2,000, and put on three years' 
probation. The former owner of 
Knudsen's Animal Laboratory Ser-
vice in Lathrop, California, pleaded 
no contest to four misdemeanor 
counts of animal cruelty. He was 
arrested last November when sher-
iff's deputies responded to com-
plaints of noise and stench at his 
facility and found thirty-six dead 
dogs and cats and eighty-eight 
starving animals. 
Opposing Bills Die 
The research provisions of S.B. 
21, which would have made pound 
seizure illegal in Nevada, and 
A.B. 356, which would have man-
dated it, are both dead. S.B. 21 
had been introduced by the Neva-
da Humane Society and the Hu-
mane Society of Southern Nevada 
after the West Coast Regional Of-
fice obtained evidence that the Uni-
versity of Nevada had acquired 
animals from Knudsen's Animal 
Laboratory Service in California. 
A.B. 356 had been introduced by 
the University of Nevada as a 
counter measure to S.B. 21 and 
would have allowed animals to be 
taken from Nevada's animal-con-
trol shelters. 
''Exotics'' Bill 
Could Prevent Misery 
Tragedies similar to the Siletz 
Game Ranch case in which HSUS 
and other investigators found 
starving animals in substandard 
privately-owned facilities (see the 
Winter 1985 HSUS News), may 
be averted in the future if S.B. 509 
passes Oregon's House of Rep-
resentatives. 
The bill, already passed by the 
Senate, has received wide support 
from local humane societies, wild-
life officials, and The HSUS. It 
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One of the emaciated animals found at the Silet~ Ga~e Ranch in September of 
1984. Future tragedies of this kind could be avmded Lf S.B. 509 were to become 
law in Oregon. 
would require anyone owning an 
exotic animal to obtain a USDA 
license and a state Department of 
Agriculture permit and outlines 
specific responsibilities for such in-
dividuals. 
Project WILD 
Uproar in California 
When the West Coast office 
learned in March that Project WILD 
would be asking for $85,000 of Cal-
ifornia's license plate funds from 
the state's senate finance subcom-
mittee, the staff quickly went to 
work. West Coast Regional Direc-
tor Char Drennon hand delivered 
to each committee member's office 
a copy of The HSUS's critique of 
the program and eight animal-wel-
fare organizations' joint position 
statement, which declares the Proj-
ect WILD materials unacceptably 
biased in favor of sport hunting and 
recreational trapping. 
Although time was short, Kim 
Sturla, Peninsula Humane Soci-
ety; Steve Grunow, Santa Clara 
Humane Society; and Virginia Han-
dley, Fund for Animals, agreed to 
join Ms. Drennon in testifying be-
fore the subcommittee. As a re-
sult of their efforts, the commit-
tee agreed to allow neither funds 
for nor distribution of Project WILD 
materials until a public hearing 
on the matter had been held. 
Less than two weeks later, the 
regional office heard that the Proj-
ect WILD issue would be brought 
before the assembly ways and 
means subcommittee the next day. 
The HSUS was successful in hav-
ing the hearing postponed a week. 
Although Ms. Drennon contacted 
a humane society in each commit-
tee member's district and asked 
them to contact their legislators, 
took critiques and position letters 
to all committee members, and tes-
tified along with representatives 
of other animal-welfare groups, 
the committee was unresponsive. 
It agreed only to hold up dissemi-
nation of the guides for a few weeks. 
Then, the West Coast office 
learned that the California State 
Board of Education would hold a 
public hearing on May 9 to re-
solve the issue. We sent an Action 
Alert to all humane societies and 













West Coast (continued) 
HSUS president, and Patty Finch, 
director of the National Associa-
tion for the Advancement of Hu-
mane Education, sent written tes-
timony, and Ms. Drennon, along 
with ten others representing the 
humane community, testified. The 
outcome was positive. The Proj-
ect WILD staff and policymakers 
were directed to review the testi-
mony given and give serious con-
sideration to the need for changes. 
Meanwhile, however, the state con-
tinues to use the guides. 
Southeast 
Popular "Problems" 
Orlando, Florida, was the site of 
a very successful HSUS workshop 
in May. More than one hundred 
participants learned about "Solv-
ing Animal Problems in Your Com-
munity" (see the article on page 14). 
A Good Start ... 
South Carolina has taken its 
first steps toward better animal-
protection legislation. Three bills 
were introduced in the state House, 
but all were, unfortunately, stalled in 
subcommittee at the end of the last 
legislative session despite the ef-
forts of The HSUS and the South 
Carolina Animal Control Associa-
tion. The measures to outlaw ani-
mal fighting, enable shelters to pur-
chase sodium pentobarbital directly, 
and upgrade the penalty for ill-treat-
ment of animals will be taken up 
again in January when the legisla-
ture reconvenes. 
South Carolina has some of the 
country's most archaic laws con-
cerning animals, so your help is 
North Central 
Rallies Target Cruelty 
More than 400 animal-welfare sup-
porters took part in three peaceful 
demonstrations in the North Cen-
tral region this spring. 
In St. Louis, area members and 
friends participated in a protest 
against Japan Air Lines (J AL) (see 
the article on page 8). In a similar 
demonstration, area members of 
The HSUS, Greenpeace, and other 
groups picketed the J AL ticket of-
fice in Chicago. The resulting media 
coverage will be beneficial in in-
forming all potential passengers 
of the airline of Japan's whaling 
activities. 
In Springfield, Illinois, many of 
the state's animal-welfare organi-
critical. Contact the Southeast 
Regional Office (325 John Knox 
Rd., Bldg. E, Suite 203, Tallahassee, 
FL 32303) if you would like more 
information. 
... A Disappointment ... 
Florida animal-welfare advo-
cates were extremely disappoint-
ed that proposals introduced this 
legislative session to ban pound 
seizure were killed in committees. 
At present, animal-control facili-
ties in Marion and Hillsborough 
counties and Jacksonville, Flori-
da, are supplying healthy pet dogs 
and cats to research facilities. 
This defeat has only strength-
ened our commitment to halting 
the use of pets in experiments. We 
have months to work toward this 
goal, which cannot be reached with-
out strong citizen support. Please 
lend us your voice. 
The Florida legislature did pass 
an important bill to restrict the 
experimental uses of animals in 
kindergarten through twelfth grade. 
We are grateful to Rep. Michael 
Friedman and his staff for their 
help on this issue. 
Florida also enacted a law to in-
crease the penalty for illegal dog-
zations demonstrated their oppo-
sition to the steel-jaw leghold trap. 
This demonstration marked the 
first time so large and organized a 
protest had been conducted in Illi-
nois. The action was aimed at soli-
citing support for several anti-trap-
ping bills introduced by State Rep-
resentative Jill Zwick. Two of the 
bills have a good chance of being 
passed into law. 
North Central Regional Director 
Frantz Dantzler, who attended all 
of the demonstrations, noted, "It 
is refreshing and encouraging to 
see the interest and genuine con-
cern that is being expressed by 
animal-welfare activists through-
out the region. The demonstrations 
were well attended, conducted re-
sponsibly, and will serve to help 
animals in a far-reaching way." 
fighting to a felony punishable by 
a five-year jail term and a $5,000 
fine. Unfortunately, the new law 
does not prohibit cockfighting, 
which is openly conducted in the 
Miami area. 
... And a Victory 
Seven defendants in Bartow 
County, Georgia, were recently con-
victed of cruelty to animals as a 
result of an unusual Sunday morn-
ing cockfighting raid. 
A Georgia State Patrol officer 
had stopped a pickup truck with a 
broken front window and learned 
that the driver did not have a 
valid operator's license. The vehi-
cle was impounded, and the driver 
then asked the officer to deliver 
several caged roosters to a certain 
rural location. The officer obliged 
and, on arrival, noted a cockfight 
was in progress. Those in atten-
dance were arrested. 
Southeast Regional Director Marc 
Paulhus, who testified at the April 
17 trial as an expert witness, re-
ports that the jury found the defen-
dants guilty. Each was sentenced 
to a $1,000 fine and twelve months' 
probation. 
The Humane Society News • Summer 1985 
Mid-Atlantic 
Regions Share Workshop 
One hundred and fifty people 
attended a May session of "Solv-
ing Animal Problems in Your Com-
munity,'' sponsored jointly by the 
Mid-Atlantic and New England 
Regional Offices in Pt. Pleasant, 
New Jersey. 
Representatives from six states 
heard HSUS President John A. 
Hoyt speak regarding the areas of 
animal exploitation and abuse most 
prevalent in society and how ani-
mal-welfare leaders must respond 
to advance effectively the protec-
tion of animals. Vice President Phyl-
lis Wright explained the importance 
of working with government offi-
cials to effect positive change for 
animals. Other guest speakers in-
cluded attorney Clint Cronin, consul-
tant Glen Tecker, and, in a special 
one-day session on rabies, Annette 
Hirsch, chief of biological services 
for the New Jersey Department of 
Health . 
"Snuggles" Romps 
Regional Director Nina Austen-
berg had an exciting day when 
she brought "Snuggles the Seal" 
to WOR-TV in New York City to 
meet "Miss Molly" of "Romper 
Room." The daily children's tele-
Workshop sessions offer a free-flowing exchange of ideas. 
vision program reaches 173,000 
families in the metropolitan area. 
Mrs. Austenberg and Turtle Back 
Zoo's Barbara Dyer discussed the 
problems faced by wild animals 
as they attempt to coexist with 
mankind and how children can 
prevent some of those problems. 
A Call against WILD 
In an address to the U.S. House 
of Representatives on April 4, New 
York congressman Gary L. Acker-
man drew his colleagues' atten-
tion to the distribution of Project 
WILD, which promotes hunting and 
trapping as wholesome outdoor 
activities (see the President's Per-
spective in this issue). 
He stressed that the lesson plans 
present controversial views of 
wildlife as accepted environmen-
tal principles. In this way, Project 
WILD manipulates children's per-
ceptions of their relationships with 
other animals. 
Congressman Ackerman proposed 
that, if these pro-hunting groups 
wish to present their views on 
wildlife in schoolchildren's class-
rooms, then they should acknowl-
edge that many Americans have 
opposing views. 
Project WILD, he concluded, 
tarnishes the integrity of our edu-
cational system by presenting high-
ly controversial material as fac-
tual material. 
A Final Victory for Mi:n:nesot89 § and killing of the wolves on public 
and private lands, except in the 
rare case where a proven offender 
may be removed, and the order 
further mandates that whatever 
is done must be carried out "in a 
humane manner." This constitutes 
strong legal precedent and forceful 
and clear language for challeng-
ing similar proposals elsewhere in 
the United States. 
A significant court victory has 
been won on behalf of Minnesota's 
wolves and other endangered spe-
cies. In May, a U.S. district court 
judge decided in our favor a suit 
we and others had filed to strike 
down U.S. Fish and Wildlife Ser-
vice regulations that would have 
allowed increased killing of gray 
The Humane Society News • Summer 1985 
wolves in Minnesota for sport and 
depredation control (see the Spring 
1984 HSUS News). The order rep-
resents a legal milestone in the 
protection of these wolves and other 
threatened or endangered animals 
from hunters' incessant efforts to 
kill them for sport. The court's fi-
nal order prohibits the trapping 
35 
36 
Idaho Elk Hunt Protested 
The HSUS has sharply protested 
a hunt of Rocky Mountain elk 
planned by the Idaho Fish and 
Game Commission for October. The 
herd is located primarily on feder-
ally owned lands administered by 
the U.S. Forest Service and the 
Bureau of Land Management. The 
controversy contains a familiar 
cast of characters involved in dis-
putes over competing uses of fed-
eral lands: private ranchers hold-
ing federal grazing permits at 
bargain prices who resist sharing 
forage with resident wildlife; a 
state fish and game commission 
primarily responsive to private 
landowners; and federal agencies 
deferring to the state at the expense 
of the larger public's interest in 
maintaining the resident wildlife. 
The fish and game commission 
claims that the elk herd is causing 
significant range depredation and 
must be reduced to lessen grazing 
competition with private landown-
ers' herds. However, The HSUS is 
concerned that the severe winter 
of 1984-85 has decreased the num-
bers of adults and new calves that 
will grow to maturity, thus making 
any reduction uncalled for. Knowl-
edgeable local observers see big-
rancher politics, not sound range 
management, as the key factor be-
hind the commission's decision 
making. 
Veterinarians Seek 
Statute to Suppress 
Society-sponsored Clinics 
In a move reminiscent of medi-
eval guild protectionism, veterinar-
ians in Michigan are seeking to in-
troduce in the state legislature a 
bill designed to suppress full-ser-
vice veterinarY clinics operated by 
humane societies. The bill would 
make the ownership, operation, or 
lease of a veterinary practice or 
the employment of a veterinarian 
by a nonprofit corporation a mis-
demeanor punishable by a fine of 
up to $1,000 per day. As excep-
tions to the general prohibition, 
the bill would allow nonprofit or-
ganizations to treat abandoned 
animals, perform spaying and neu-
tering operations, provide veteri-
nary services to animals owned by 
persons whose income is derived 
solely from public assistance or 
social security, and provide veter-
inary services free of charge. 
The proposed bill is apparently 
a response to setbacks that the 
organized veterinary profession in 
Michigan received last October at 
the hands of the Internal Revenue 
Service, which ruled that clinics 
operated by the Michigan Humane 
Society and the Humane Society 
of Huron Valley are inherently char-
itable and not taxable business ac-
tivities (see the Winter and Spring, 
1985 HSUS News.) 
The attempt to use state legis-
lation to criminalize the medical 
treatment of animals represents 
the opening of a new front in the 
war that the organized profession 
is relentlessly waging against so-
ciety-run clinics. 
HSUS Sues to Protect 
Mountain Lions 
On May 9, 1985, The HSUS 
sued the state of California to 
stop the killing of mountain lions 
in Placer County. 
In response to complaints from 
area residents about purported 
mountain lion attacks on live-
stock, the California Department 
of Fish and Game drafted a man-
agement plan that calls for the 
killing of up to five mountain 
lions in 1985 and five in each of 
the next four years. 
While no one is certain how 
many lions live in that area, the 
management plan itself estimates 
the number at only fifteen, includ-
ing four adult males and six adult 
females. 
The HSUS opposes the state's 
plan because there is insufficient 
evidence that livestock losses are 
indeed caused by lion attacks; no 
convincing data on the mountain 
lion population and distribution; 
and no evidence of which, if any, 
of the lions is responsible for the 
attacks and which lions are part 
of the population's breeding nucle-
us. There is already a state-permit 
program which allows the taking 
of individual lions when neces-
sary, and The HSUS is concerned 
that the arbitrary killing of five 
mountain lions may destroy the 
species in the area. (The mountain 
lion is a specially protected mam-
mal under California law.) 
O.J. Ramsey, a prominent Cali-
fornia trial attorney from Sacra-
mento and member of The HSUS's 
board of directors, is handling this 
case on our behalf. 
HSUS Files Complaint 
Against 01' Miss 
The HSUS is seeking to bypass 
the sluggish enforcement machin-
ery at the U.S. Department of Agri-
culture (USDA) by filing an admin-
istrative complaint directly against 
the University of Mississippi's Medi-
cal Center. The complaint alleges 
numerous violations of caging stan-
dards under the Animal Welfare 
Act at the university's laboratory 
animal facility in Ripley, Missis-
sippi. By filing a complaint which, 
we hope, will trigger an enforce-
ment hearing, we are seeking to 
avoid the exasperating delays in-
volved in having the case prepared 
by USDA's field investigators and 
general counsel's office. The com-
plaint asks that a fine of $10,000 
and a cease-and-desist order be 
levied against the university. 
The Law Notes are compiled by 
HSUS General Counsel Murdaugh 
Stuart Madden and Associate Coun-
sel Roger Kindler. 
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Let the charm and 
energy of this colorful 
"togetherness" scene 
brighten the holiday 
season for your friends, 
family, and neighbors. 
Order the 1985 HSUS 
greeting card, designed 
by New Yorker and 
Washington Post artist 
Susan Davis, while 
supplies are plentiful. 
Cards are 5" x 7" and 
in full color. Inside is the 
message, "As we share our 
friendship this joyous 
season, Let none be called 
the least." Each package 
of twenty-five cards and 
envelopes costs $7; $6 if 
you order four or more 
packages. 
Our greeting cards 
become more and more 
popular every year. Order 
yours now, before they 
are all gone! 
Please send me 
OR 
1 2 3 
(circle one) 
package(s) ofHSUS greeting cards at $7 per package 
please send me _____ _ 
(4 or more) 
packages of HSUS greeting cards at $6 per package 
I enclose $. ____ _ 
Send the cards to: 
Name 
Address 
Cit State Zi 
Make all checks or money orders payable to The HSUS and send this coupon to: 
HSUS Greeting Cards 
2100 L Street, NW 
Washington, DC 20037 
Orders will be sent by UPS and must be delivered to a street address. Please do not use a P.O. box. 
12" X 12" 
8113 
National Headquarters 
2100 L Street, NW 
Washington, D.C. 20037 
Postmaster: Address Correction Requested 
1986 Will Be Grrreat! 
With Bo-Tree's colorful wall calendars. 
Beautiful photos and lots of room for 
writing make these very special calendars. 
They also support your HSUS, too! 





















Phoemx, AZ 85040 
(602) 243-1684 
State __ Zip 
Calendar Price Total 
Whales & Friends 8.00 
Gats 8.00 
Horses 8.00 
Bless The Beasts 8.00 
Doggone 8.00 
Baby Animals To Love 7.00 
Total Order 
10% Discount 3 or More 
Subtotal 
(Arizona and California residents 
add applicable sales tax.) Sales Tax 
(First calendar $1.50; additional 
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